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On THURSDAY LAST judgment was delivered in the 
House of Lords upon the appeal in Rickett v. The Metro- 
politan Railway Company, 13 W. R. 455. It will be re- 
membered that the question raised by this case was 
whether compensation can be claimed for a loss of trade 
profits occasioned by the diversion of a highway by a rail- 
waycompany. The Lord Chancellor and Lord Cranworth 
decided in favour of the company, against the opinion 
of Lord Westbury, The final decision in favour of the 











company has therefore been carried by the opinions of 
four judges and two law lords against those of six judges 
and one law lord. 


THE PROSECUTION of the Rev. A. H. Mackonochie, of 
St, Alban’s, Holborn, in the Arches Court, for excess of 
Ritual observance, has now fairly commenced. Articles 
of charge have been duly exhibited, and they complain of 
the mode in which the services of the Church in question 
are conducted in four particulars—(1) the elevation of 
the elements during the celebration of the Holy Com- 
munion, and the prostration of the clergy before them; 
(2) the use of lighted candles on the altar during the 
same service; (3) the use of incense; and (4) the mixing 
of the wine with water before the consecration. It will 
be thus seen that the incumbent of St. Alban’s is not 
attacked on the subject of the vestments, The soundness of 
the opinion given by Sir Roundell Palmer, and Sir Hugh 
Cairns last year, as to the illegality of the use of vestments, 
has, we may observe, been generally doubted. - 

In the present prosecution, Mr. John Martin, a solicitor, 
is put forward as the promoter of the suit. The case for 
the prosecution will.be conducted by Dr, A. J. Stephens, 
QC., Mr. Coleridge, Q.C., and Dr. Swabey, instructed by 
Mr. J. M.Dale. The following counsel have been retained 
forthe defence : the Queen’s Advocate (Sir Robert Philli- 
more, D.C.L., Q.C.); Mr. W. M. James, Q.C.; Mr, Prideaux, 
Q.¢.; Dr. Tristram, and Mr. E. Charles (of the Chancery 
Bar) ; instructed by Messrs. Brooks & Du Bois. The case 
will be heard upon the question of the admission of the 
articles on Tuesday next, the 21st instant, before Dr. 
Lushington, Dean of Arches, in the Arches Court of Can- 
terbury. The important questions in dispute will no 
doubt be submitted by one party or the other to the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. 


WE PRINTED last week a long letter from a correspon- 
dent, complaining of the late decision of Vice-Chancellor 
Wood in Galloway v. The Mayor, 'c., of the City of London, 
upon a question as to costs. The point is of much im- 
portance both to the public and the profession, and de- 
mands a notice in our columns. 

The question before the Vice-Chancellor arose, it will 
be remembered, out of the following facts :—The solicitor 
to the city is paid by a fixed salary of £1,250 a-year. 
He receives all fees, costs, &c., pays corresponding out- 
goings, and hands the balance to his employers, and, con- 
versely, if the balance of such receipts and disbursements 
should be against them, the deficiency is made up to 

him.» He is bound, moreover, to act for no other clients, 





The plaintiff in the above case filed a bill against the 
city, which was dismissed with costs; he now, upon the 
taxation of the defendants’ costs, contended that, under 
the above circumstances, the defendants should, as 
against the plaintiff, be disallowed all costs except costs 
out of pocket, upon the ground that the arrangement 
between the city and their solicitor was one opposed to 
the enactments of the Attorneys and Solicitors’ Acts, and 
to the general policy of the law. The Vice-Chancellor 
decided in favour of the defendants without hearing 
counsel in their behalf, saying that the fact of the solici- 
tor’s being bound to take no business from other clients 
was a sufficient answer to the defendants’ contentions, 
and that the arrangement did not appear to him to be in 
opposition to the policy of the Act. Our correspondent 
finds fault with this decision ; for our own part, although 
the question involves many considerations not easy to 
deal with, we do not see how the Vice-Chancellor could 
have decided otherwise. 

The question may be viewed in two aspects ; first, as 
affected by the Attorneys and Solicitors’ Acts ; and, 
second, with reference to the general policy of the law. 

Now the Attorneys and Solicitors’ Act (6 & 7 Vict. oc. 
73), especially the section 132, relied on for the plain- 
tiff, was intended to prevent persons not properly 
qualified, by examination, admission, &c., to act as 
attorneys or solicitors, from undertaking the busi- 
business of such officers of the Courts, and inasmuch as 
such persons might, and no doubt occasionally did, affect 
their purpose by acting through the agency of bona fide 
attorneys and solicitors, section 32 of the Act inflicted 
certain penalties upon any attorney or solicitor know- 
ingly acting, permitting his own name to be used, or 
generally doing anything to enable any unqualified per- 
son to practise in any respect as an attorney or solici- 
tor. The object of this enactment, then, plainly was, to 
prevent the public from being damnified by their legal 
affairs being entrusted to the care of persons “ unquali- 
fied,”’either as to education or character, for undertaking 
their conduct, and this will be more clearly seen if 
section 32 of the 6 & 7 Vict.c. 73, be compared with 
section 11 of 22 Geo. 2, ¢. 46, of which it is a substantial 
re-enactment. It is plain, then, that the case of an in- 
dividual (it is immaterial whether corporate or otherwise), 
who agrees with a solicitor to act for him and for no 
one else, at a fixed salary, does not involve the mis- 
chief at which the statute was aimed. The employer 
cannot be said to be virtually practising as a solicitor 
‘to the great loss and predjudice of many of his Ma- 
jesty’s subjects, and the scandal of the profession of the 
law.” If a speculator were to farm a solicitor’s practice 
by the year, paying a fixed rental, and receiving the 
net profits, that would be a very different pair of 
shoes, It does not follow, however, that in no case 
can a layman properly receive an annual proportion of a 
solicitor’s profits, Suppose a solicitor in good practice 
dies, leaving the goodwill of his business to his son, 
charged with an annual payment to his widow of one- 
third of the net profits, would our correspondent contend 
that, upon the taxation of a bill of costs of the son’s, a 
party to the suit might claim to have disallowed such 
proportion of the profits on that bill as would go into the 
widow’s pocket ? And yet his argument would carry the 
contention so far. 

Upon the second head, the general policy of the law, 
with regard to attorneys and solicitors, we are alive, 
-as the reader will probably have gleaned from previous 
remarks of ours, to the objections which are to be ad- 
vanced against “Salaried solicitors,” but we think, never- 
theless, that the Vice-Chancellor rightly took into his 
consideration the fact that the City Solicitor is bound not 
to act for other clients. 

Pat in another form, the contention of the plaintiff in 
Galloway v. The Mayor, §c., of London, amounts to this, 


_ he says to the defendants “I have filed a bill against you 


and failed, and I admit that I have thus rendered my- 
self liable to reimburse you the charges to which I have 
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put you—in technical words, to pay your costs. But I 
contend that I am only bound to pay you what my un- 
successful suit has actually cost you, and therefore since 
in consequence of your arrangement with your solicitor, 
you get your solicitor’s work done cheaper than other 
people, the difference must remain in my pocket.” In 
reply to this it is to be observed that such principles of 
natural equity are not, and could not well be, applied to 
the practical machinery of litigation, and in the second 
place it may be said that the arrangement which the defen- 
dant makes with his solicitor is nothing to. the 
plaintiff. In Gordon v. Dalzell, 15 Beav. 351, 
Gordon employed Fraser, a writer to the signet as his 
law agent in Scotland. Fraser employed Poole, an 
English solicitor, to act as Gordon’s solicitor in matters 
pending in England, and this retainer was sanctioned 
by Gordon. While the taxation of Poole’s bills of costs 
was pending, Gordon presented a petition, stating that 
he had discovered that by an illegal agreement with 
Frazer, Poole had agreed to allow Frazer half the profits 
made by him (Poole) out of Gordon’s business, and pray- 
ing that, on the taxation of costs, Poole might be allowed 
to receive only so much as he would have been entitled 
to receive had Fraser been in actual partnership with 
him, and that the profits which, under the agreement, 
Fraser was to receive, might be disallowed. The Master 
of the Rolls dismissed the petition with costs, saying 
that if the agreement between Poole and Fraser were 
legal, Gordon being no party to it could not profit by it; 
and, if illegal, there was no fraud on Gordon, because 
Poole could charge no more than he could be legally en- 
titled to, if he had entered into agreement with Fraser. 
This case is not irrelevant to the one under discussion. 

With respect to the second subject touched upon by 
our correspondent, and discussed in his second letter, 
which we print to-day:—It does not appear to us to be 
a matter of very much importance whether leases or con- 
veyances are drawn by a vendor’s or vendee’s solicitor. 
We all know what the custom, or rather the etiquette, is 
in such cases, and it is quite as well to adhere to such a 
custom, but the origin of the custom appears to us to in- 
volve no very important principle. In the case of a 
public body, however, whose conveyancing is done by the 
year for a fixed salary, it is certainly to be regretted 
that such a body should endeavour, by binding those with 
whom they contract to employ their solicitor—to secure 
to themselves conveyancing profits, 


On MonpDay LAST the appeal in Lord v. Lord being 
‘dismissed with costs, Lord Justice Turner remarked that 
in that case the Court had no alternative; adding, how- 
ever, that, in the present condition of the paper, their 
Lordships would certainly not encourage appeals. It is 
well known that the great pressure arises from appeals in 
winding-up cases; and on the last day the Court sat there 
were no less than eleven winding-up appeal motions before 
it. As, however, in chambers, this class of businegs is 
diminishing rapidly, it may fairly be anticipated that 
there will ere long be less press of business in the courts. 

THE 38TH SECTION of the Sanitary Act of 1866,* 
having for its object the prevention of the spread of con- 
tagious diseases has, so far as we know, for the first time, 
been put in operation at Linslade. We gather that a man 
named Cook, a pauper in the Aylesbury Union Workhouse 
was an inmate of the “contagious ward,” being under 
treatment for small-pox. Contrary to the strict injunc- 
tions of the medical officer, he clandestinely left the union 
premises, and proceeded along the high road through 
several populous villages. This was his second offence. 
He was prosecuted by the board of guardians, under the 
38th section of the Act, which enacts that “ any person 
suffering from any dangerous infectious disorder, who 
wilfully exposes himself, without proper precaution 
against spreading the said disorder in any street, public 


* 29 & 30 Vict. c, 90, 








place, or public conveyance, shall, on conviction of such 
offence before any justice, be liable to a penalty not ex. 
ceeding five pounds. The Linslade Bench of magis. 
trates, before whom Cook was brought, upon proof of the 
offence committed, inflicted a penalty of five shillings, and 
twelve and sixpence costs, at the same time, as we think 
very properly, declaring that upon the recurrence of 
similar case, it would be much more severely dealt with, 
The section under which this conviction took place is of 
the highest importance in a public point of view. Toact 
in contravention of it is a cruel breach of good conscience; 
and the salus populi demands that any infraction of s 
wholesome and beneficial an enactment be rigorously 
dealt with, for in such cases rigour to the offender is 
mercy to the unoffending multitude. Compassion for the 
unhappy condition of the offender must not blind the 
judgment to the nature of the offence ; that a man who 
knows that he bears about with him in his own person 
a dangerous and infectious disease, should recklessly thrust 
himself among his fellows, is wanton inhumanity, and the 
example of the Aylesbury guardians and the Linslade ma. 
gistrates may well be followed whenever the necessity 
shall arise. 


THE Standard understandsthat Mr. Henry C. Lopesisto 
succeed to the Recordership of Exeter, vacant by the 
death of Mr. Stock, Q.C., announced in our obituary 
of this week. 


OF ALL THE DIFFICULTIES which have arisen in the 
equity courts with respect to “deeds of arrangement,” 
we do not remember to have met with one similar to 
that described by a correspondent of the Standard in the 
following terms :— 

Last month an advertisement appeared in the London 
Gazette that Thomas Edgley and Joseph W. Bennett, mer- 
chants, Sermon-lane, St. Paul’s, had executed a deed “to 
pay all joint creditors in full.” On behalf of creditors I 
called on the 2nd instant at the Registration Office, in 
Quality-court, to examine this deed, and after — 
two hours in the search-room, during which time the offici 
was looking for the deed, I was then told it was not there, 
having been sent for by a commissioner in Basinghall-street, 
and he requested I would do him the favour of going to the 
Bankruptcy Court, and he would give me an order for it. 

I got his order and went there, and after waiting a con- 
siderable time, I was informed there was no such document 
at that place, and they nothing about it. I immediately 
communicated this to the authorities at Quality-court, and 
have been every day since waiting for them to produce the 
deed, but without success, and the only answer I can obtain 
is, ‘‘ that it has been mislaid or stolen.” 

I do not desire to make unnecessary comment on the 
working system in this government department further than 
that I do not think such serious irrégularities and confusion 
would be tolerated in commercial offices. 

Supposing this statement to be true, a rather serious 
slur is cast upon the officials in the department referred 
to, which it behoves them to remove by every means in 
their power. It is one of the chief objections of “ red- 
tape ” that by it officials may enable themselves to delay 
the performance of their duties; but the suggestion which 
might be raised in this case that the “red-tape” was 
the means of concealing a dereliction of duty, is much 
more serious, and if, as we have said, the letter contains 
a true statement, the necessity for an explanation of the 
circumstances is the more pressing on this ground. 


WE ARE GRADUALLY accumulating a collection of 
leading cases on the law relating to trades unions, and, 
not impossibly, the present law relative to these associa- 
tions, their members, and proceedings, may be cleared up 
by the time a new enactment is passed to do away with 
it. 

In Hornby v. Close, 15 W. R. 836, the Court of 
Queen’s Bench decided that trades unions were excl 
from the operation of the Friendly Societies Act. 

In Wood v. Bowron, 15 W. B, 58, ithad been decided 
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shortly before that where the secretary of a trades union 
intimated to a master, in answer to an inquiry made by 
the master, that the members had passed a resolution 
binding themselves not to work for him until he com- 
plied with certain demands—that, in that particular case, 
did not amount to a “threat” under 6 Geo. 4, c. 129, 
s. 8. In that case the judges remarked that the word 
“threat”? must not be restricted to declarations of in- 
tention to injure person or property by actual violence. 
And the ratio decidendi was that it did not appear that 
the defendant had taken advantage of the explanation 
asked, to hold out a threat. 

In the case of Skinner v. Kitch, decided last Tuesday, 
the judges held that where a notice was forwarded to a 
master warning him that unless a certain man in his 
employ joined a certain trades union the members would 
strike—that was a “threat”? within the above section of 
the Act. 

The subject of trades unions has been recently viewed 
in such a political aspect that we feel rather out of our 
element in adverting to it. The worth of a thing is 
what it will fetch, and workmen certainly have a right 
to bring their labour to the best market they can, but 
to put pressure upon another working man in order to 
force him to belong to a society which he does not want 
to join, is a proceeding which cannot be right, and 
savours of tyranny. 


KISCH v. THE CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPANY OF 
VENEZUELA. 


We cannot afford to pass without comment the de- 

cision of the House of Lords upon the appeal in the 
the well-known case of Kisch v. The Central Railway 
Company of Venezuela, This, however, is not so much 
on account of the case itself, as of the notice which has 
been taken of it by the public. The decision is not in itself 
one of great importance, it establishes no new principle, for 
it has, as we have before said, been long settled that mis- 
representations made by directors or agents of a company 
acting within the scope of their duty, entitle those who 
have been thereby induced to subscribe for shares to re- 
scission of their contracts as against thecompany. That 
is now settled; the question which now excites so much 
interest in legal and commercial circles is—how far the 
creditors under a winding-up have a right to have the 
unfortunate dupe retained upon the register until their 
own claims -have been satisfied. Now the case just de- 
cided by the House of Lords was a case between share- 
holder and company merely, the decision of their Lord- 
ships therefore brings with it nothing new, though very 
possibly it may be received with great exultation as a 
palpable hit in their own favour by such financial papers 
in the city as are devoted to the interests of the unhappy 
shareholders in Overend, Gurney, & Co. It is indeed 
strange to note how unacquainted those gentlemen who 
write law articles for the daily press appear to be with 
the course of past decisions upon the subject. The Daily 
Telegraph, for instance, in an otherwise smartly written 
article enough, appears to view the recent decision as a 
new and valuable light thrown suddenly upon joint- 
stock enterprise, 

The misrepresentations complained of by the respon- 
dent in the present case being contained in a prospectus 
addressed to the public, the much-debated questions 
which have in past times arisen where the false state- 
ments were comprised in documents (reports, for in- 
stance) addressed ostensibly to the existing shareholders 
only, found no place here. Lord Chelmsford well and 
clearly reiterated the rule that, although in the adver- 
tisements of new undertakings allowance must be made 
by all prudent men for a certain amount of exaggera- 
tion or “colour,” no material mis-statements or conceal- 
ments can be overlooked by the Court, and those who 
advertise their own venture to the outside world, who 
have no other means of information, will be expected 
to state the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, The facts of the case will be found shortly set 








out in another column, and they are reported at greater 
length in 13 W.R. 1006. Their Lordships thought that 
the Lords Justices had been wrong in deciding in the 
plaintiff's favour upon several of the charges which 
they specified ; but, in their opinion, there remained 
ample groundg for holding that the contract into which 
Mr. Kisch had been induced to enter was void as against 
him upon the score of fradulent misrepresentation. 
The distinction between concealment and false assertion, 
suppressio veri, and suggestio falsi, in such cases was well 
pointed out by Lord Cranworth in Conybeare’s case.* 

Lord Chelmsford, of course, was the first to pronounce 
upon the appeal before their Lordships on Tuesday last; 
Lord Cranworth also delivered a judgment. Lord Romilly 
spoke at less length ; and Lord Colonsay merely expressed 
his concurrence. There is, indeed, a point of interest in the 
case for which alone it would have been worth a comment. 
We allude to the change which Lord Chelmsford’s views 
respecting such cases appear to have undergone since 
1858—9. In his judgment delivered in Nicol’s case in 
the January of the latter year, Lord Chelmsford advo- 
cated the view that companies were not to be held re- 
sponsible for the misrepresentations of their directors, 
and questioned the soundness of the dicta of Lords Cran- 
worth and St. Leonards in National Exchange Company 
of Glasgow v. Drew. In Conybeare’s case, decided in 
February, 1862, his Lordship appeared to concede the 
general principle of the company’s responsibility for the 
mis-statements of its directors, reserving his opinion as 
to the case of misrepresentations in reports or circulars 
addressed, ostensibly at any rate, by the company to its 
own shareholders, Be this as it may, in the judgment 


which Lord Chelmsford delivered last Tuesday, he ably 
epitomised and re-enunciated the principles to be collected 
from previous cases upon the subject of contracts induced 
by misrepresentation or fraudulent concealment. 





BUSINESS AT THE COMMON LAW JUDGES’ 
CHAMBERS. 

Two letters—one from “ An Attorney,” the other from 
“ A Pleader”—have lately appeared in the Zimes on the 
subject of the business at the Common Law Judges’ 
Chambers. We believe the opinions expressed in those 
letters, that something ought to be done in this matter, 
and that the bill now before the Legislature is inadequate 
for the purpose, are almost universally entertained by 
those conversant with the matter. 

There are three points in which, as it seems to us, the 
present system requires improvement. In the first place, 
@ more rapid and a more orderly system is required. 
Secondly, the judges ought not to have to rise in court 
in the middle of the day in order to attend at chambers 
in the afternoon. Thirdly, we want a greater uniformity 
of decision. 

The scheme proposed by the Lord Chancellor will not, 
we think, remedy any one of these three defects. As 
pointed out by “ An Attorney,” the masters have already 
as much work as they can get through with satisfaction 
to the public, and, as pointed out by “ A Pleader,” there is 
a large amount of the business which it would not be 
satisfactory to have transacted by them. Where the 
judges have failed to keep order it is scarcely likely that 
the masters will succeed. Therefore as regards the por- 
tion of the business which, under the new scheme, would 
be transferred to the masters, we see no reason to suppose 
that it would be disposed of either more rapidly or in a 
more orderly manner than at present. As regards the re- 
mainder of the business, it would, we think, be still suffi- 
cient (unless more were transferred to the master than we 
think ought to be) to require the daily attendance of the 
judges as at present, so that the half-day sittings in court 
would not be fewer. And this, which is not alluded to 
by “ An Attorney ” or “A Pleader,” is a most important 
point. If a judge who is sitting at Nisi Prius goes to 
chambers, the list probably gets in arrear. We believe it 


* We have not space for Lord Cranworth’s remarks here ; but 
they will be found quoted in our last volume, at p. 722. 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. May 18, 1867. 








will be found that in the Queen’s Bench and Common Pleas 
at all events, there are usually many common jury causes 
made remanets at the end of term, in addition to the 
special juries which are never taken during term, and 
which, therefore, swell the listof nominal remanets. But 
if the Nisi Prius judges go to chambers, not only is the 
whole time given to the trial of causes too small, 
but the portions are so short that they are disposed 
of to the least possible advantage. The shorter the period 
of time the more inaccurate will be the best estimate of 
the number of eauses which can be got through. Either 
few causesare putin the day’s list, in which case they 
may all be quickly disposed of and the half-day may be 
wasted, or if to obviate that, a long list is made out, 
the parties, witnesses, and every one concerned, may 
be kept waiting day after day before their cause comes 
on, If, on the other hand, one of the judges goes from 
the court in Banc, the inconvenience is frequently 
almost as great. Where a judge does not hear the whole of 
the argument he takes no part in the judgment; conse- 
quently in a case which lasts any length of time one 
judge who has heard the greater part of it frequently 
takes no part in the judgment. and where there 
is a difference of opinion on the Bench this becomes 
of considerable importance. To take an illustration, the 
recent important case of Brand v. The Hammersmith 
Railway was heard before ten judges altogether in 
the Court of Queen’s Bench and the Exchequer 
Chamber. From these we have six judgments, three 
one way and three the other. Two judges who heard 
most of the arguments in the Exchequer Chamber 
gave no judgment because they had left the court 
for chambers, and in all probability, but for chambers, 
there would have been a third judge in the Court 
of Queen’s Bench when the case was heard. As 
to the third defect in the present system, viz., 
the want of uniformity of decision which, in the opinon 
of many practitioners, is perhaps greatest of all, “A 
Plealer ” well points out that the new bill will cause no 
improvement; on the contrary, if fifteen Masters are ad- 
mitted to share with the fifteen judges in the conduct 
of the business, there will be even more diversity than 
at present'in the individual opinions which will be 
acted on. 

As to the details of the best plan for disposing of this 
business, opinions may differ; as to its main feature 
we think there is little difference. It should un- 
doubtedly provide forthe important part of the business 
being transacted throughout the year by the same 
judicial officer or officers. Those officers should be men 
of such a position in the profession that their deci- 
sions may have the same weight as those of the judges 
have now. As to the minor matters we think more 
might usefully be entrusted to the judges’ clerks than is 
the case at present. 


PROVISIONAL DIRECTORS. 

It is not to be wondered at that the provisional director 
should so often crop up in the law courts. In times of 
speculative activity, promoters are always forthcoming 
with some scheme out of which they hope to realise the 
largest profits, if only the public can be induced to take 
up the shares. There is the rub; and to induce the 
public to do this there is no better provocative than a 
prospectus “ gilded with honourable and wealthy names,” 
though perhaps the best plan of all is to exhibit a live 
lord or two on the direction. The gentlemen who thus 
consent to become provisional directors generally stipu- 
late with the original promoter that he shall assume the 
entire responsibility for the concern till the shares are 
allotted and the company fairly at work; and they seem 
to expect that in the event of the company not floating, 
they will thus escape all personal liability for the preli- 
minary expenses which they authorise: How often are 
these expectations disappointed. In the case of Maddick 
v. Marshall, 12 W. R. 687, 16 C. B. N. 8. 387, the origi- 
nal promoter of a company, who was also its secretary, 











employed the plaintiff to advertise it, and, without the’ 
knowledge of the directors, showed him, at the offices of 
the company, a resolution of the board that the pro- 
spectus should be printed and advertised ; and the plain. 
tiff advertised it accordingly. The secretary, however, 
had previously entered into an agreement with the 
directors, of which the plaintiff was ignorant, that he 
alone should bear all the preliminary expenses ; and the 
Court held that, notwithstanding this agreement, an in- 
dividual director was personally liable for the costs of so 
advertising. This decision was afterwards affirmed 
unanimously in the Exchequer chamber. 

A few days ago a case of a very similar nature again 
came before the Court of Common Pleas, viz., Riley v. 
Pakington, 15 W. R. 746. The defendant, a son of 
Sir John Pakington, was a provisional director of 
the Hampton Hill Estate Company (Limited), and 
at a board meeting he had, as chairman, marked with 
his initials a prospectus got up and produced by the 
original promoter of the company ; and a resolution was 
passed for printing it. This prospectus the promoter 
showed to the plaintiff, and, pointing out the chairman’s 
initials as his authority, ordered him to print off a large 
number of copies, which were afterwards sent to the 
company’s office and used in. its service. There was, 
however, an agreement between the promoter and the 
directors that he was to bear all the preliminary expenses, 
In both these cases the question was whether the director 
sought to be made liable had, by his acts, held |himself 
out as authorising the person who gave the order to 
pledge his credit ; and in both cases it was held that he 
had, There is, however, some distinction between them : 
in the first case, the person who gave the order was the 
secretary of the company, and as such, would necessarily 
be clothed with some apparent authority to act for the 
directors ; whereas, in the latter case, the promoter stood 
in no permanent relation whatever to the directors, and 
his name did not appear in the prospectus. Again, in 
the first case, the actual resolution of the board to ad- 
vertise was shown to the plaintiff at the company’s 
office ; in the latter, the plaintiff was only shown a 
prospectus bearing the chairman’s initials; the prospectus 
however, when printed, was seen by the plaintiff in the 
use of the directors, and of the defendant himself. There 
must be some act of the director implying an authority to 
pledge his credit, and it is clear that the bare statement 
of the promoter that he had such an authority, would not 
be enough. The case is certainly an advance on Maddick 
v. Marshal?, and we think, to say the least, it goes to the 
extreme limit in fixing provisional directors with liability. 
It must be remembered, however, that the question for 
the Court was, not whether Mr. Pakington ought to be 
held liable, but whether there was any evidence on which 
a jury could possibly arrive at such a conclusion. Pro- 
visional directors who wish to be secured, under circum- 
stances like those we have been considering, should 
either assure themselves that the promoter‘is a man of 
sufficient substance to hold them harmless, or they should 
see that he expressly pledges his own credit only. 


THE VENTILATION OF THE NEW LAW COURTS. 


The regulation of the quality and temperature of the 
air in buildings is a new science, or rather, a new art 
in the application of the established science of pneuma- 
tics. It has not grown up with architecture, although 
essential to architecture in its principal uses. The very 
grandeur of cathedrals, halls, and municipal structures 
raised in old times, and the ample hearths of chambers 
planned for the houses of the rich, relieved the Barrys 
of those days from the necessity of special machinery to 
control the internal supply of air. The massive stone 
walls of ecclesiastical and public buildings gave them & 
climate of their own. The open brazier under the lofty 
lantern carried with its own fumes the fumes of a hun- 
dred men at their meat. Be the cause what it may of 
the backwardness of architecture in contriving the lungs 
of its edifices, the fact is set down by a great authority 
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of the present day, who has charge of the ventilation 
and warming of the Houses of Parliament, Dr. Percy, in 
his correspondence with Mr. Field, the Secretary to the 
Gourts of Justice Commission; “I have never yet had 
the pleasure of meeting an architect who appeared to me 
to understand the essential principles of ventilation.” 

Therefore if this matter in the new courts be left to the 
eleven competitors who have displayed the air-channels 
in their designs in New-square, or to the successful one 
amongst them, the hope of future good will be as small 
as the present evil is great. The specimens of breathed 
air, and its floating substances and deposits, taken for 
analysis by Dr. Angus Smith, at Dr. Percy’s request, 
from the Court of Queen’s Bench, are what Dr. Smith 
terms “interesting;” and if they are interesting to the 
chemist, what ought they to be to the lawyer? They 
were the most deficient in oxygen of any specimens 
found by him during the day in inhabited places above 
ground. The first was almost exactly the same as the 
average found in the currents in galleries in metalliferous 
mines; that from the lantern was nearly the same as 
the specimens found close to the shafts of the same 
mines. He had not known many mills or workshops so 
deficient in air. A room is considered bad when it loses 
1,000, and a workshop very bad when it loses 2,000 of 
oxygen out of a million parts; but in the Queen’s 
Bench the loss was actually 5,000, as compared with the 
parks in London. The moisture from, the window was 
collected, and there were several ounces obtained, and 
more might have been easily found. It was perspira- 
tion in great part ; the smell of it was distinct. It was 
putrefying. Mere change of air, according to Dr. Smith, 
would not purify a room like that ; a current must pass 
through it for a long time, until complete oxidation 
took place. 

Dr. Percy then, being the trusted man of the members 
of the commons to supply them with fresh air, tempered 
according to the season, and having caused the measure 
to be taken of the impurity of law court atmosphere, and 
having moreover found no architects qualified to grapple 
with the subject, seemed to Mr. Denison, Q.C., the right 
person to advise and guide the commissioners, Accord- 
ingly in March last year, when the draft instructions to 
the architects had been completed, and were ready for 
approval on the part of the government, a commission 
minute to the Finacial Secretary of the Treasury proposed 
that Dr. Percy should be consulted. My lords accepted 
the proposal and gave it official shape by the answer of 
Mr. Childers, suggesting, with reference to the question of 
ventilation, whether it would not be advisable to consult 
some gentleman conversant with the subject, with the 
view of giving information to- the architects as to the 
general measures which it would be desirable to adopt, 
leaving with them the responsibility of the detailed 
arrangements which might be necessary to carry it into 
effect. Mr. Field immediately communicated with Dr. 
Percy, and requested him to do the commissioners the 
favour of reading the draft instructions and writing as 
to what instructions should be given on ventilation. 
But Dr. Percy, with a wholesome dread of divided counsel, 
after mature reflection, thought it ought to devolve upon 
the architect to propose what he considered best in the 
way of ventilation. “You should fix,” he says, 
* all responsibility on one man, and that man should be the 
architect.” But before thecommissioners decided he con- 
sidered they might submit the architect’s plan of 
ventilation to some other competent person or persons 
He doubted, however, whether any system, however perfect, 
would give satisfaction to judges—the supreme rulers in 
their respective courts—unless they themselves had been 
consulted, and formally pronounced judgment. Dr. 
Perey expressed his willingness to give all the aid in 
his power, short of assuming any responsibility which 
the architects ought wholly to bear. 

The commissioners adopted Dr. Percy’s view, and re- 
Solved that any information which Mr. Field could ob- 
tain on the subject should be circulated amongst the 





architects, but that the responsibility of selecting a 
proper plan of ventilation should devolve on them. 
Accordingly, the competitors were furnished with the 
parliamentary paper of the report on the warming, venti- 
lation, and lighting of the Houses of Parliament, pre- 
pared for the first Commissioner of Works by Dr. Percy. 
But this gentleman was, of course, not to give his aid 
to the commission gratuitously. He was requested by the 
secretary to the commission to mention the. fee which 
would be payable to him for giving his opinion “on the 
comparative merits of the competing plans with reference 
to the subjects of ventilating and heating the building.’’ 
For this service one hundred guineas was named, but 
the secretary intimated to the Treasury his opinion that 
the service should extend to advising the successful 
architect and the commission during the preparation 
of the final plan, andthe Treasury consented to the fee 
on that understanding. “ You will observe,” accordingly, 
wrote the secretary to Dr. Percy, in March last, “ that 
such fee is to cover any services you may render the 
architect selected to erect the building.’ “I beg dis- 
tinctly, answered the doctor, to decline ‘ assisting the archi- 
tect who may be selected to carry out the works while 
preparing the final plans’ for any such consideration.” 
From the last expression, and in the absence of any 
further reason given by Dr. Percy for his refusal, we 
gather that he would not object as an expert to assist the 
successful architect for an adequate sum, any more than 
to advise the commissioners on the comparative merits of 
the plan for the proposed fee. In performing either 
duty he must take his share of responsibility: whether he 
assisted the architects or the commissioners he would be 
equally acting as an adviser on their retainer. The one 
would be as honourable to a scientific man as the other. 

In this position the question, after being hung up for 
a twelvemonth, was left at the end of last March. The 
commissioners have not confidence in themselves or in 
the successful architect in the matter, and are without 
an adviser in whom they could trust. To dwell upon the 
importance of the occasion would be frivolous, The 
building, which must before very long be commenced, is 
to meet the requirements of future generations and to 
endure perhaps for centuries, A work which, in such a 
sense, is to be done once for all, should preeminently be 
well done. The proper ventilation and other sanitary 
requirements of the great pile are considerations of grave 
moment, and it is unreasonable to expect that these re- 
quirements can be provided for in the design at so small 
an expense as 100 guineas. If the elected architect is to 
receive £5 per cent. upon the huge outlay, it is simply 
absurd to name 100 guineas as the remuneration for 
performing such an important fragment of the archi- 
tect’s task. Skilled assistance in the matter is impera- 
tively required, and must be fairly paid for, either by 
the architect whose task it is to provide the whole design, 
or as an extra. 

It is hard to imagine that the commissioners can have 
a reasonable chance of success in accomplishing their 
object of providing a building entire in its accommoda- 
tion and sanitary requisites (even if they should sueceed 
in bringing together professional men to co-operate 
somehow or other) on any such unequal terms of remune- 
ration 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Stock MorTGAGE, 
Blyth v. Carpenter, 15 W. R. 3. 

Before the repeal of the usury laws, it was held that, 
although a stipulation for more than five per cent. in- 
terest on a loan of money was illegal, a lender of stock 
might agree with the borrower that until the stock was 
replaced sums of money equal to the dividends on the 
steck should be paid by way of interest, whether these sums 
did or did not exceed five per cent. on the value of the 
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stock at the time of the loan. Towards the end of the 
last, and the beginning of the present century, the furids 
being very low, stock mortgages were accordingly fre- 
quent. As the funds rose they became less usual, and 
since 1854, when all existing usury laws were repealed, 
they have nearly disappeared, being confined probably to 
the cases where trustees in lending trust-moneys desire 
to secure themselves from loss in the event of a rise in the 
price of Consols. at the time for repayment of the loan. 
In the above case, mortgagees of property to secure a 
sum of stock claimed on the “ heads I win, and tails you 
lose” principle, to be entitled to an option of having the 
stock replaced, or of receiving the value of that amount 
of stock at the time fixed for redemption, and the funds 
having fallen, insisted upon the latter alternative ; but 
the Court rightly refused, in the absence of any express 
agreement, to bind the mortgagor to such an unequal bar- 
gain, and held that in such a case, whether interest is 
paid at a rate estimated by the amount of dividends on 
the stock, or at a fixed rate per cent. (see Davidson’s Pre- 
cedents, vol. 2, p. 998), the mortgagor is entitled to 
redeem on replacing the amount of stock sold out for the 
purpose of the. loan. 





LEASES AND SALES OF SETTLED EstTaTEs Act. 
Re Potts, 15 W. R. 29. 

This case deserves notice, as the rule laid down in it 
will, if followed, often materially facilitate proceedings 
under the Act. By the 17th section, the concurrence of 
“all persons in existence having any beneficial estate or 
interest under or by virtue of the settlement, and all 
trustees having any estate or interest on behalf of any 
unborn child,” is required. It has now been held that 
where a trust for sale or power of sale is contained in 
the settlement, although exerciseable at a future time, 
the trustees having a power to give receipts sufficiently 
represent their cestui que trusts for the purposes of the 
Act. This does not seem to have been expressly decided 
before ; but in Hyre v. Saunders, 4 Jur. N.S. 830, V. C. 
Wood held that trustees in whom a term was vested to 
secure portions sufficiently represented the cestui que 
trustent, who were more than eighty in number, 
saying that it was a convenient and common sense 
construction that persons who could receive the money 
and give a discharge for it were the persons beneficially 
interested in a mortgage; and in Grey v. Jenkins, 26 
Beav. 351, where the reversioner in fee under the settle- 
ment had devised the interest to trustees for sale, the 
Master of the Rolls allowed them to represent their 
cestui que trusts, on the ground, apparently, that the 
latter took no interest under the settlement, and that 
the trustees being able to give receipts must be looked 
upon as the assignees of the reversion ; and as it would 
be difficult to draw a distinction between the portionists 
in the former case and persons interested in the proceeds 
of an estate under a trust for sale, and in the latter case 
the cestui que trusts apparently took “by virtue of” 
the settlement, both those cases are in some sense autho- 
rities in support of the present decision. 





VOLUNTARY WINDING-UP—DISSOLUTION OF THE CoM- 
PANY. 

Re The Crookhaven Mining Company, 15 W. R. 28. 

On comparing the respective provisions of the Act of 
1862 for the compulsory and voluntary winding of com- 
panies, we notice that in the former case on the comple- 
tion of the winding up an order is required to be made 
by the Court for the dissolution of the company, and the 
company is to be considered dissolved from the date of 
the order (s. 111); whereas,in the latter case, a meeting 
of the shareholders must be held, at which the accounts 
are to be explained, a return of such meeting must be 
made to the registrar, and the company is to be deemed 
dissolved at the expiration of three months from the 


must be that, as the winding-up was not conducted by 
the Court (except so far as applications might have been 
made under section 138), some further opportunity might 
be given for an investigation of the accounts, so that re~ 
lief might be obtained from the Court, if necessary, on 
the ground of misconduct, irregularity, or injustice in 
the proceedings, And the Master of the Rolls has 
further held in the above case that, if an application is 
made to the Court before the expiration of the three 
months, the Court will retain jurisdiction to continue the 
winding up, although the period has expired before the 
application is heard, there being no case of laches or 
other objection to the application. His Lordship seems 
also to have expressed a belief in a ghostly kind of exist- 
ence of the company after its dissolution in the regions 
of the Court of Chancery, so as to give the Court juris- 
diction after that period; but here we are unable to follow 
him, and the belief seems hardly reconcileable with some 
of the expressions in Re Haytor Granite Company, to the 
effect that a company is as much put an end to by a 
Gissolution under the Act as a chartered company is 
when deprived of its charter, and that it ceases to be 
liable to contingent claims, although from their being 
unascertainable they could not be proved under the 
winding up. 





COMMON LAW. 
Donald v. Suckling, 15 W. B., Q. B., 13. 

In this case the effect of are-pledge of chattels by a 
pawnee was very fully considered. The facts were :— 
The plaintiff pledged four debentures to one Simpson as 
security for the repayment by the plaintiff of a sum of 
money at a certain time, with power to Simpson to sell 
on default in payment. Before default Simpson 
pledged the debentures to the defendant as security for 
a larger sum of money due from him to the defendant, 
The plaintiff thereupon brought an action of detinue for 
these debentures against the defendant without having 
either paid or tendered to Simpson the amount for which 
the security had originally been given. The majority of 
the Court of Queen’s Bench (Cockburn, O.J., Blackburn 
and Mellor, JJ.; dissentiente, Shee, J.) held, on demurrer 
to a plea setting out the above facts, that the action 
would not lie, and that the defendant. was, therefore, en- 
titled to judgment. As the money had not been paid or 
tendered, it was clear that, as against Simpson, the 
plaintiff had no cause of action so long as the debentures 
remained in Simpson’s possession. The only way ia 
which he could put himself in position to require. the 
re-delivery of the debentures was by paying the money 
for which they had been pledged. The plaintiff, how- 
ever, contended that the effect of the re-pledge for a 
larger amount than the pledge was given to secure, was 
to put it out of the power of Simpson to re-deliver the 
debentures even if the plaintiff were ready to pay his 
debt, and that the re-pledge was on this account so in- 
consistent with the original contract as to be equivalent 
to a rescission or abandonment of it altogether by Simp- 
son, If this contention were correct, there is no doubt 
the plaintiff would have been entitled to maintain his 
action. The property in the debentures was in the plain- 
tiff, subject only to Simpson’s right of possession under 
the contract of pledge. If that contract were deter- 
mined, the plaintiff would thereupon become entitled to 
the possession of the debentures as a necessary incident 
of his ownership. As long, however, as that contract 
subsisted, the plaintiff’s right of possession would be 
postponed to that of Simpson, and those claiming under 
him, The question in the case was, therefore, what is 
the precise nature of the contract of pawn or pledge, and 
how is that contract affected by a re-pledge. In consi- 
dering the authorities bearing upon this point, it became 
necessary to examine what is the difference between the 
right created by the possession of # lien over a chattel, 
and that created by a pawn or pledge of a chattel. The 
distinction which exists between these two very 
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of the different members of the Court. Although these 
rights are similar in some respects, in others there is a 
great difference between them. The right of lien, pro- 
perly 80 galled, is a mere personal right of detention, and 
an unauthorised transfer of the thing over which it is 
enjoyed does not transfer that right. The moment the 

ion is parted with the right of lien is gone, and 
the owner may maintain an action of trover or detinue 
against anyone who may have possession of the chattel. 
For instance, a solicitor is entitléd to a lien over the 
papers of his client, in order to secure payment of his 
costs, &c. If, however, he part with the possession of 
these papers, then the client becomes entitled to them at 
once, although he had no right to their possession as 
against the solicitor so long as the latter retained them 
in his own hands. The nature of a pledge is somewhat 
different. A pawn or pledge gives the pledgee something 
beyond a mere lien; it creates in him a special property 
or interest in the thing, which is not destroyed by a simple 
re-pledge of it to another person. 

It followed, therefore, from this view of the nature of 
the right acquired by a pledgee, that the plaintiff was 
not entitled to recover his debentures. Of course, the 
second pledgee acquires no greater right than that en- 
joyed by the first pledgee. If the plaintiff in Donald v. 
Suckling had paid or tendered his debt to Simpson, he 
would then have become entitled to the possession of the 
debentures absolutely, although they were in the hands 
of a person who held them as a security for a sum still 
unpaid, larger than the plaintiff’s debt. The instant the 
first pledgee’s right is determined, that of the second 
pledgee, as being a mere derivative interest, is determined 
also, The decision in this case does not touch the question 
whether or not a person acting as Simpson did, may be 
liable to an action for re-pledging chattels, although such 
re-pledge does not putan end to the original contract. In 
fact, there are very strong arguments for holding that 
such an action might be maintained. Such a right in 
the pawnee does seem, as pointed out by Cockburn, C. J., 
quite inconsistent with the right of the pledgor to have 
the thing pledged returned to him immediately on tender 
of the amount for which the pledge was given. When- 
ever such a case arises, Dunald v. Suckling will probably 
be cited, and on examination it will be seen that the case 
is rather in favour of, than against the right of maintaining 
such an action. 

Shee, J., differed entirely from the views expressed by 
the other three members of the Court, but as the majority 
were unanimous, both in the result of their judgments 
and as to the grounds upon which they were based, the fact 
that one learned judge dissented from the majority, does 
not much affect the authority of the case as a precedent 
to be followed upon future occasions. 


Baraclough v. Greenhough, 15 W. R., Q. B., 21. 

The proper evidence to prove a will, so far as it relates 
to personal property, is the probate granted by the proper 
Court, and the probate, therefore, is the document which 
is always produced when it is necessary to put a will in 
evidence, This, however, is not the case with regard to 
wills of realty. There has always been a broad distinc- 
tion between wills of personal and of real property. In 
the case of the former it has always been necessary to 
go through certain formalities, such as registering, &c., 
before the will could come into full operation. This is 
called taking out probate. After this is done, the execu- 
tors of the will acquire a complete title, and one that 
cannot be defeated so long as the probate remains un- 
Ttevoked. A will of real property does not as such require 
Probate at all. In fact, the court could not properly 
gtant probate of a will which only contained a devise of 
Tealty. Such a document was regarded until lately as 
& conveyance rather than as a testamentary instrument, 
and, until the Wills Act (1 Vict. oc. 26), required a form 
of execution different from that necessary for a will of 
personalty. In practice, a will relating purely to realty 
is hardly ever met with. All wills comprise some per- 





sonal property, and therefore all wills require probate. 
Siill this distinction is of practical importance, because, 
when it is necessary to prove title to real estate through 
a devise, the original will itself must (with some statu- 
tory exceptions, one of which we are about to notice) be 
produced, as the probate is not evidence as to the realty 
devised in the will. This rule was formerly often pro- 
dnetive of inconvenience, and in order to alter the law in 
this respect it is enacted by 20 & 21 Vict. c. 77, s. 64, 
that in any action where it would formerly have been 
necessary to produce and prove an original will, in order 
to establish a devise of real estate, it shall be lawful for 
the party intending to establish such devise to give to 
the opposing party notice that he intends to give in evi- 
dence, as proof of the devise, the probate of the will or 
a stamped copy thereof, andin every case such probate 
or stamped copy shall be sufficient evidence of such will, 
and of its validity and contents, unless the party receiv- 
ing such notice shall give notice that he disputes the 
validity of such devise. 

In Baraclough v. Greenhough the effect of this section 
was judicially considered. The action was ejectment. 
The defendant relied on a devise to himself of the land, 
and gave the plaintiff notice, under this section, of his 
intention to give in evidence a stamped copy of the will 
upon which he relied. The plaintiff gave no notice that 
he disputed the validity of the devise. At the trial the 
plaintiff tendered evidence to show that the will was in- 
valid, on the ground that it had been obtained by undue 
influence. The evidence was rejected, and the plaintiff 
nonsuited. The plaintiff moved for a new trial, on the 
ground that the meaning of the expression “ such pro- 
bate or stamped copy shall be sufficient evidence” was 
that, after notice, a copy should be evidence of the 
validity of the devise as a will, in point of form, execu- 
tion, and the like; but that an objection to the will, such 
as that taken at the trial, was not within the meaning 
of the section. The Court held that the plaintiff was 
properly nonsuited, as the section made the copy of the 
will conclusive evidence of the validity of the devise. 
There was some colour for the plaintiff’s argument on the 
wording of the 64th and 62nd sections of the Act; but 
the Court adopted a liberal interpretation of the statute, 
and one which is likely to be far more beneficial in prac- 
tice than a construction such as that contended for by 
the plaintiff. 








REVIEWS. 

The case of the **Tornado.” Reprinted by permission 
from the Pall Mall Gazette, with additions. By GopFrEy 
LUSHINGTON, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. London: Butter- 
worths. 

Whoever wishes to see all sides of the Tornado question ; 
and is not content with the merely popular view should read 
this pamphlet. 

Farries’ Precedents of Bilis of Costs. 

This unpretending little volume is neither more nor less 
than its title announces it to be. As the title in- 
forms us it comprises precedents of bills of costs in the 
superior Courts of Equity, and with reference to the equit- 
able jurisdiction of the County Courts,—in conveyancing, 

robate, divorce and common law. There is also an alpha- 
tical index of the fees allowed on taxation of costs in chan- 
cery, the fees being marked for both higher and lower scales. 


Ley Hipotecaria of Spain. By W.Grarn. 

This volume consists of a translation of a Spanish law 
relative to Hypothecations, promulgated on the 8th of Feb- 
ruary, 1861. The translation is unaccompanied by any 
assistance whatever in the shape of commentary or introdue- 
tory account, the volume containing merely the bare trans- 
lation and a glossary of eighty Spanish law terms. 








The bar of Paris is organising, it is said, a d banquet in 
honour of M. Jules Farvre, on the occasion of his election to the 
French Academy. 
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COURTS. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

May 14.—Their Lordships this day delivered judgment 
on the appeal against the decision of the Lords Justices in 
the well-known case of Kisch v. The Central Ratlway Com- 
pany of Venezuela (reported 18 W. R. 1006). 

The bill prayed that the purchase of 100 £50 shares in 
the company might be set aside, and the company decreed 
to repay the area and calls with interest, upon 
the ground that the plaintiff had been induced to purchase 
the shares by fraudulent misrepresentations in the company’s 
prospectus, 

The representations complained of were,—a representa- 
tion that the company had obtained a concession from the 
Government of Venezuela of the right of making certain raiJ- 
ways, whereas the actual agreement which had been made 
between the Government and the predecessors of the com- 
pany provided for the construction of two railways, and by 
the agreement with the contractor £420,000 out of the 
£500,000 capital was to be paid to him for the construetion 
of one line, thus rendering it impossible for the second line 
to be proceeded with, whereby the company would be liable 
to forfeit £20,000 to the Venezuelan Government ;—that 
the yrs ae A was to have a free grant of 30,000 acres of land 
in a rich agricultural district, whereas, in fact, the land 
was only waste, unoccupied land ;-that there was no men- 
tion in the prospectus that 1,500 shares were to be given to 
the promoters of the undertaking ;—that the prospectus 
fraudulently concealed the fact that the concession had been 
purchased from the National Finance Company for £50,000 ; 
—that the contractor had engaged to pay two and a-half per 
cent. upon the capital until the completion of the line, 
whereas, in fact, the contractor’s liability was limited to the 
extent of £20,000, or less than two years’ interest upon the 
whole capital ;—that the concession had secured to the com- 
pany a guarantee of nine per cent. interest on calls paid on 
account of the subscribed capital, for twenty years, amply 
secured by a mortgage upon the import duties of La Guayra 
and Puerto Cabello, whereas, in fact, the said import duties 
were previously mortgaged for their full value to other per- 
sons ;—that the contract to construct the line had been 
entered into with a responsible contractor, whereas, in fact, 
the company had notice that the contractor was insolvent ;— 
and that the whole capital of the company was subscribed 
for, whereas only £370,000 had been subscribed for, of which 
£222,000 was {subscribed for by the contractor, who was 
unable to pay the deposit upon the shares, allotted to him, 
and who suspended payment within four months of the con- 
tract being entered into. 

Vice-Chancellor Stuart, on the 21st of March, 1865, dis- 
missed the bill with costs upon the ground that the plaintiff 
had not proved the charges of fraudulent misrepresentation 
which he made. 

On the 21st of July, 1865, the Lords Justices reversed the 
Vice-Chancellor’s decision ; but, being of opinion that the 
plaintiff had brought forward many charges which he had 
failed to prove, gave no costs. 

: ~~ case was argued before the House of Lords in March 
ast by 

Sir R. Paliner, Q.C., and Morris, for the appellant, 

Dickenson, Q.C., and Swanston, for the respondent. 

Their Lorpsuirs now affirmed the decision of the Lords 
Justices, and dismissed the appeal with costs. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 

May 13.—Lorp RomiLty stated that he should not sit 
till eleven o’clock on May 27th, the first day of Trinity 
Term. His Lordship said that such an arrangement would 
probably be convenient to the profession generally. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 

May 13.—In the matter of Richard Hodges Munday, an Al- 
torney — Garth, Q.C., and Day, applied on behalf of the Incor- 
porated Law Society to have Mr. Munday’s name struck off the 
roll upon the following facts :—In 1864, one Hanley, a clerk of 
the attorney, applied to be admitted as an attorney, and 
was accused of having engaged with two persons named 
Durnford to concoct a fictitious debt on which to make 
one Rickmana bankrupt. The matter was referred to the 
master, and he, of course, asked for the Durnfords, who, 
however, were not forthcoming. An affidavit on their part 
was afterwards produced, in which they denied the state- 


? ment ; and this affidavit, it was stated, was in the hand. 
writing of the attorney now implicated. The matter had 
been referred to the master, and Rickman and the Durnfordg 
appeared before him to be examined, and gave evidence in 
support of the charge ; stating, in substance, that the whole 
proceeding as to the pretended debt was false and fictitious, 
and got up in concert with the attorney. The master made 
a report, which was now read, and was adverse to the at. 
torney. The attorney’s case was that he had only acted in 
the way of business for the Durnfords as his clients, and 
thought the debt genuine. He produced no books in sup. 
port of his statement. 

The attorney appeared in person, and urged that the 
Durnfords and Rickman were forsworn upon their own testi- 
mony, and were not to be trusted, and that there was no. 
thing to corroborate their evidence. 

BLACKBURN, J., said the Court thought there was enough, 
in the absence of all evidence confirmatory of the attorney's 
statement, to support the testimony of the witnesses against 
him, who, being themselves tainted, no doubt required to 
be confirmed. The case was one in which it was clear that 
the Court had only one duty to perform. An affidavit had 
been produced and used, drawn up by the attorney, who 
must Ses known from its nature whether it was true or 
false ; and the three persons concerned in the matter now 
swore that it was false. No doubt they were so far tainted 
that it was necessary that their testimony should be con- 
firmed, for they had all sworn the contrary. But there was 
ample confirmation, for the attorney could produce no entry 
or memorandum in support of his story that he had acted 
as attorney in the affair; and the master had found that 
it was proved that there never had been any real debt, and 
that the whole transaction was fictitious. In such a case 
there was but one course to adopt. It was manifest that 
the attorney was not a person fit to be intrusted with the 
interests of clients. Possessing, as attorneys necessarily 
did, great opportunities of dealing with the interests of 
others, and sometimes great ovportunities of oppression, it 
was necessary for the protection of the public that no one 
should be allowed to exercise the office of attorney who was 
not a person of character and honour. Not so much, there- 
fore, by way of punishment, as by way of protection to the 
public, it was necessary that the attorney should be struck 
off the roll. 


— 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 


May 14.—This was the first day of the sittings after term. 
The cause list contained an entry of eighty-six causes, 
fifteen of which were marked for special juries. The sit- 
tings being limited to two days, but a small proportion of 
these cases could be expected to be reached. 

Fray v. Owen.—This was an action of trover to recover 
ossession of certain deeds, or their value. The ‘damages 
or their detention were laid at £2,000, and their value 
at £30,000. The defendant pleaded ‘*Not guilty and not 

ssessed.”” 

The plaihtiff was ‘‘ Miss Fray.” The defendant was the 
widow of a solicitor, who died twenty years ago, and who 
was alleged to have been the solicitor of Miss Fray’s father, 
and as such in the possession of his title deeds, and among 
them a deed of gift, giving certain property to Miss Fray, 
and it was alleged that Mrs. Owen, as administratrix of her 
husband, had these deeds. 

Inderwick for the plaintiff. 

Joyce for the defendant. 

It was not shown that the defendant had ever had the 
deeds, or indeed that they had ever existed. 

Verdict for the defendant. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE Common Law JupcEs AND THE CHANCERY CHAMBER 
BUSINESS. 

I have to thank yourcorrespondents (especially ‘‘P. D. B.”) 
for their sympathy on account of the assaults of “Lex, 
and beg to assure them that, though 1 certainly had suffered 
from an attack of “‘ apoplexy ”’ before, I have not done 80 
since, his first communication in your columns, In 
621 of them there are two letters in which I agree, and I do 
trust no more will be heard of the very preposterous bill the 
Lord Chancellor introduced to increase the judicial stre 
of the Divorce and Probate Courts (which require none at 
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all), and, by a side wind, increase the number of common 
law judges. I quite agree with all you have said about the 
way (I will not say ‘ vile” ) in which the chamber business 
in chancery is conducted, and quite agree with the state- 
ment that, if more judicial strength is required at all, it is 
in order to perform the duties which the chief clerks were 
never intended, and, in point of fact, do not adequately per- 
form. Sir J. Graham expressed his notion very clearly as 
to what their province was, and I well recollect reading 
several letters on the subject in your columns some time 
which, added to co own experience, satisfied my mind 
tit had been entirely mistaken. 
A Manacine CLERK. 
{In another column will be found an article apes the 
business at common law judges’ ehambers.—Ep. S. J.] 





GALLOWAY v. CORPORATION OF LonpDoN. 

Sir,—I read on the 11th of May a long letter from Mr. 
Van Sandau. I believe that eminent practitioner is the 
same as he whose name-is recollected in connection with 
that of the late Lord Justice Knight Bruce, and the reports 
of Beavan show he has before rather interfered with, and, I 
may say, almost endeavoured to cut down solicitors’ bills. 
I doubt if it is good taste to attack in such a way the opinion 
of aneminent judge, and to say it is ‘‘ altogether erroneous,” 
and may, or ‘‘he ”’ must (query why?) ‘‘say,” if not over- 
ruled, lead to ‘much abuse.” No doubt a solicitor often 
thinks this of a judge who decides against his client. Mr. 
Van Sandau’s letter is so long that I can hardly wonder 
that you declined (especially at the end of the week) to deal 
with it in an editorial note. To my humble mind the judg- 
ment seems (if I may say so) perfectly right; and it is 
notorious that, with their solicitor’s full approbation, nearly 
allthe railway and other great companies have a solicitor 
acting as a law clerk, and whom they pay by salary. I 
quite agree with Mr. Van Sandau that his letter is ‘hastily 
written,” and I am sure his better judgment will have in- 
duced him before now to regret his having written it, either 
hastily or otherwise. In page 651 of your columns, in the 
same number, the grounds of the judgment clearly appear, 
and if it is erroneous, either of the two courts of appeal will 
no doubt be resorted to, and a full discussion of the merits 
take place in a more fitting arena. Let Mr. Van Sandau in 
the meantime reflect that ‘‘ dog should not eat dog.” 

A Manacine CHANCERY CLERK. 





ToomEr’s CasE. 

Sir.—As your valuable Journal almost stood alone 
amongst the public press in this country in reference to the 
views which you expressed upon the summing up of the 
learned judge, and the verdict of the jury in this case, and 
as I, in a letter published by you on the 27th of April last, 
and written upon what I conceived to be a reliable autho- 
rity, ventured to express my opinion of the fairness and im- 
— of the summing up, of the justice of the ver- 

ict, and the principles on which the punishment should 
have been awarded, it must be a great gratification to you 
as it is to me to see our views so fully indorsed, as they 
have been, by the following communication* published in the 
Law Journal of last Saturday, and to which, I think, in 
justice to yourself and me, and above all to Mr. Justice 
Shee, you ought to draw the attention of your readers. 
is communication shows the wickedness of attacking 
learned judges behind their backs, and in such a manner as 
to prevent the possibility of their refuting the charges that 
are made against them. This case bristled at every point 
with the injustice of an outcry that had not the faintest 
semblance of foundation. A BARRISTER. 





_Sir,—In my letter, which you were good enough to pub- 

in your Journal of the 11th instant, I incidentally ad- 
verted to the objectionable practice of introducing into the 
leases granted by the Corporation of London, the City Com- 
panies, by hospitals ar other great house proprietors, 
covenants restraining alienation, and reserving to the lessor’s 
tolicitors, the right of preparing all assignments, underleases, 
&e., of the demised premises, a practice which I thereby 
denounced as being discreditable, against which the pro- 
fession ought, particularly at this time, to make a stand ; 
. and I now again advert to it because I think if you were to 
— the matter, you might do service not only to 

profession but to lessees and others; and might induce 


eee: 





* Our space will not allow us to reprint it.—Ed. 8, J. 





the solicitors of such corporate bodies, &c., from honorable 
motives, to forego their privilege of, and the profits conse- 
quent on, the preparing assignments, underleases, mo P 
&c., which ought to be prepared and pocketed by other 
solicitors, and might induce some honourable and influential 
common councilman to move that body, that such covenants 
should be omitted from the corporation leases, and that in 
future, notwithstanding such covenants in existing leases, 
assignments, &c., may be prepared by the solicitors whose 
= it would be, but for such covenants, to prepare 
them. 

I do not object to the usual restraints on alienation, 
where for any reason there is occasion for such restraints ; 
but I most strongly object te covenants obliging lessees and 
the assignees of the leases when dealing with their leases, 
either to employ the lessors’ solicitors, or to increase their 
costs by having the assignments, &c., prepared by their 
lessors’ solicitors and perused by their own, &c. And, but 
that the practice is not new, I should think it positively 
dishonest for solicitors, by means of such covenants, to seek 
to profit at the expense of other solicitors. And I wish, by 
writing this letter, if you shall give it publicity, to induce 
others of my profession, by writing the editors of othry 
papers, to seek to induce the public press to take up and ven- 
tilate the subject. 

I believe that some conscientious gentlemen, who, as 
solicitors for such lessors, are entitled to prepare assignments, 
&c., do so far forego the aoa - as to allow the solicitor 
whose province it would (but for the objectionable covenants) 
be to prepare the deeds on payment of a small fee of ac- 
knowledgment, but in most cases the privilege is strictly 
enforced. 

I know not when or by whom the covenants objected to 
were first introduced, but the practice having become esta- 
blished, it has been, and is, followed by honourable and 
wealthy solicitors, who, but for the establishment, would 
have scorned to seek to secure for themselves the profits 
which ought properly to go to other solicitors. 

I will conclude by observing that I have sufficient confi- 
dence in the honour of the worthy members of my profession 
to believe that if this subject is agitated by the public press, 
many, or I might say most of, if not all, the honourable 
and wealthy solicitors of the corporate bodies referred to, 
who now enjoy, will disclaim the objectionable privilege ; 
and I cannot believe that the Corporation of London, if the 
matter is well agitated, will hesitate in foregoing the profit 
they will otherwise make by putting impediments in the 
ba | of their lessees dealing with their property. 

t appears to me that it is extremely expedient to agitate 
this matter at the present time, for the Corporation of Lon- 
don have acquired, and must acquire, a large extent of most 
valuable property within the City under the Holborn Valley 
Improvement Act, 1864, which property, according to the 
provisions of that Act and the other Acts incorporated 
therewith, they must let on building leases, and can only 
resell after the buildings are erected thereon, and then they 
may sell the ground-rents and the reversions, and this consec- 
quence will follow, that the comptroller will have numerous 
building leases to prepare, which is his legitimate business, 
and to the profits ae ich the Corporation of London will be 
entitled under their agreement with him, if the recent deci- 
sion of Vice-Chancellor Wood in Galloway v. The Mayor, 
éc., is not overruled. And if the covenant objected to is 
introduced into such building leases, not only will the 
lessees, besides being put to additional costs when dealing 
with their leases, be impeded in raising money thereon on 
mortgage (for solicitors will not negotiate loans if they have 
not the profits of drawing the mortgage deeds), and the cor- 
poration will put into its gg. oH the large amount of 
profit which would, but for the objected to covenant, fall 
into the pockets of the profession from numerous assign- 
ments, under-leases, mortgages, And other inconveniences 
will follow ; for after the City has sold the ground-rents and 
reversions, the covenants objected to will remain in force, 
and the purchasers of the ground-rents and reversions may 
insist that, if the assignments of the leases are not prepared 
by the comptroller, or, perhaps, their solicitors, there is a 
breach of covenant, ad forfeiture of the lease under the 
covenant of re-entry. And it may be possible that the 
comptroller, who is apt from doing ae save for the 
corporation, may possibly object to prepare the assignments, 
&c., after the pe A sep & and pai a are sold, becauss 
the preparing of such assignments will not be the business 
of the corporation. 
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I state these my impressions hastily, and perhaps without 
sufficient reflection, but I incline to think that they are all 
sound. A. VAN SANDAU. 





Tue Hypr-Park MEETING. 

Sir,—I should be glad of space in your Journal to say a 
few words on this subject. My observations will simply re- 
late to the law of this matter, and in nowise be political. 
Has the Crown been rightly advised? I think with you 
that Sir Hugh Cairns and Sir W. Bovill erred in the opinion 
those learned gentlemen gave. The whole case seems 
tolerably simple, though it may, of course, be invested with a 
good deal of technicality, It is evident that the advice given 
to the Government was based on a supposed analogy between 
private and public parks. This is, as I humbly submit, but 
I may say with the greatest deference, a fallacy. Now, if 
this assumed analogy is fallacious, the advice given to the 
Crown is erroneous, though backed by eminent names. 

A private park must, as I apprehend, be viewed as regu- 
lated by the laws of private property. In such case the 
public can only be treated as trespassers if they conduct 
themselves disorderly. No doubt exists as to this. The 
whole matter is simply one regulated by the laws of private 
property, the details of which are too well known to lawyers 
to require stating. 

But public parks, as I conceive, stand upon a different 
footing. It may be, and I admit this, that the law is not 
clear simply because it has not been tested. The ‘‘ legal 
ownership ” is clearly vested in the Crown for public pur- 
poses, her Majesty being a trustee for the people. We know 
this to be a matter of modern arrangement between the 
pone and the Crown. Now if I am right in the distinction 

make between public parks and private parks, the Crown 
has every necessary power for preserving good order. This 
is not the occasion for settling the question, What amounts 
to disorder? nor the mode and means ‘of preserving order. 
Neither will I go into the question as to what circumstances 
justify calling out the military, as this is well understood. 
It is, as I apprehend, a matter of necessity that the Crown 
has the power to use any amount of physical force which 
may be needful to preserve the rights of the public. The 
prudence of resorting to this question I pass by. In the 
law of physical force the law of riot must be strictly fol- 
lowed, as regulated by Act of Parliament. Has not the 
distinction I make been overlooked ? 

J. CULVERHOUSE. 

[From the right which, in our article on the subject, we 
claimed for the Crown, it follows that the Crown may use 
physical force for the protection of the right, and may keep 
its exhibition of force in advance of any such force which 
may threaten to oppose it (we are speaking of legal right, 
not of policy. But the owner of private property has the 
same right to defend his ownership by force if necessary, 
and to proportion such force to that by which he is en- 
countered.—Kd. 8, J.] 





[We have received a letter from ‘‘ Nunquam non Paratus,” 
we do not however insert it because the writer has not 
favoured us with his real name and address—Ep. 8. J.] 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


An order has been agreed to by the House of Lords to 
the effect that no private bill coming from the Commons 
shall be read a second time after the 18th of June, and that 
no bill confirming any provisional order of the Board of 
Health, enclosure bill, or bill confirming any scheme of the 
Charity Commissioners or any provisional order of the Board 
of Trade, under the General Pier and Harbour Act, shall 
be read a second time after the 21st June. These order swill 
not apply to new bills sent up from the Commons in substi- 
tution of others which may have been amended in the Lords, 
and which bills shall be substantially the same as the origi- 
nal amended bills. 

The following are the Select Committee on the Corrupt 
Practices at Elections bill :—Mr. Mowbray, Mr. Whitbread, 
Sir R. Knightley, Sir R. Collier, Lord E. Hill-Trevor, Mr. 
Lowe, Lord Elcho, Mr. Knatchbull-H n, Mr. R. Gurney 
Mr. Baxter, Mr. Brett, Mr. Clive, Mr. Scourfield, Mr, Sulli- 
van, Mr, Beach, Mr. Otway, and Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. Gathorne Hardy has succeeded Mr. Walpole as Home 
Secretary. 





May 14.—The Offices and Oaths and the Transubstantia. 
tion, &c., Declaration Abolition Bills were read a third time 
and passed. 

May 15.—Mr. T. Hughes’s Sunday Trading Bill was read 
a second time. : 

The Grand Juries (Ireland) Bill was withdrawn, on the 
understanding that the whole subject would be considered 
next session. 

The House went into committee on the Sale of Land by 
Auction Bill. Clauses 1 to 3 were agreed to, and clause 4 
was amended by adding at the end the words ‘‘ except as 
hereinafter provided.” 

May 17th.—In the House of Lords, 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR stated that, in his opinion, the 
great increase of business in the Admiralty Court, and of 
arrears in the Divorce Court, rendered the appointment of 
two additional judges necessary. He further referred to the 

eat pressure of business upon the Northern Circuit, which 
fe proposed to divide, and to assign one portion of the busi- 
ness to the new judges contemplated in the bill. 

Lord CRANWORTH maintained that the present judges of 
the Admiralty and Divorce Courts were sufficient for the 
disposal of the cases that came before them, especially if 
certain changes which he suggested in respect of marine 
cases were adopted. He denied the necessity for the ap- 
pointment of new judges, and thought that, if the sittings 
in banco of the common law courts were held before three 
instead of four judges, the present judicial staff was ade- 
quate to all the duties imposed upon it. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR approved the suggestion concern- 
ing the sittings in banco, but adhered in other respects to 
his proposition. 

The above occurred in committee upon the Office of 
Judge in the Admiralty, Divorce, and Probate Courts Bill, 
which ultimately passed through committee. 

In the House of Commons, the second reading of the 
National Debt Bill was carried by a large majority. 








IRELAND. 


Tue Society oF ATTORNEYS AND Soticrrors oF IRE- 


LAND. 
The general half-yearly meeting (after Easter Term) of 
this society was held on Tuesday, in the Solicitors’ Hall, 
Four Courts, R. T. Orpen, Esq., in the chair. 


The Chairman congratulate 
their finances, 

Mr. Rea asked if there was any report from the deputation 
appointed to wait on the Chancellor of the Exchequer with 
regard to the abolition of the Attorneys’ Certificate Duty. 

he Chairman said that the question had been postponed 
in Parliament until the 28th of Se The motion for the ad- 
journment of the question had been carried by a majority of 


the meeting on the state of 


one. 

Mr. Rea thought it was an important matter that the sv- 
licitors should endeavour to support Mr. Denman, who was 
certainly entitled to the thanks of the solicitors of the three 
Singiome for the manner in which he had fought their’ 
battle. There were 1,250 attorneys in Ireland, and they 
ought to have power enough to be able to hold theiv own 
against any Chancellor of the Exchequer, in a case where 
justice was so obviously with them. If they could not be 
admitted without the payment of a tax, they ought to insist 
that members of the medical profession, the bar, and. other 
learned professions,—not excluding even the clerical,— 
should be obliged to pay a similar tax. He thought that, 
by a decided action on the part of the attorneys of Ireland 
alone, the certificate duty could be abolished. 

Mr. Hinds said that if the society in Dublin had been 
heartily and earnestly supported by the country prac- 
titioners, he believed ea would have made greater progress 
in their object. . Personal and individual exertion must be 
brought to bear upon individual members of Parliament in 
each district of Ireland. They had a fair share of assistance 
from the local societies ; when the deputation from the s0- 
ciety in Dublin proceeded to London on the last occasion, 
they were met by deputations from Cork, Waterford, and 
Belfast. Attorneys did not complain of the amount of the 
tax imposed ; what they complained of was, that the tax 
was an insult. So long as that tax existed they were simply 
a trade, and persons were licensed to the profession as to # 
trade, They might call themselves a profession, but they 
were simply a trade until emancipated From the tax. In 4 
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schedule he had seen lately of dues paid, he first saw, 
« Asses (Spanish),” so much, and next, ‘‘ Attorneys,” so 
much. He thought the English solicitors, who numbered 
about 14,000, had not exerted themselves as they should 
have done in assisting to get the tax abolished. 

The Chairman said the question had been very properly 
introduced by Mr. Rea. About two years ago they had 
carried a resolution in the House of Commons, to the effect 
that the tax ought to be abolished. That was a resolution, 
but what they wanted now was an Act of Parliament. 

Mr. Macrory would be inclined to confide in their own 
exertions to remedy the matter, and not to wait on their 
English brethren. He considered the tax not only oppres- 
sive but degrading, and it did not keep the profession free 
from the parties who were not qualified or entitled to be 
members of it. 

Mr, Ellis believed that there was an amount of apathy on 
the of the London society which did not exist in the 

ish provincial societies, who unanimously supported 
the measure for the abolition of the tax. The Scotch societies 
also took up the matter in the same spirit, and on the last 
vote all the Scotch members of Parliament voted in their 
favour. 
After some further discussion, the meeting separated after 
a vote of thanks to the chairman. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LIVERPOOL LAW SOCIETY. 
DisTRIBUTION OF PRIzE MEDALS. 

Qn Monday the ceremoney of presenting to the successful 
competitors the gold medals founded by two members of this 
society, and known as the ‘“Timpron Martin Prize for 
Liverpool Students,’’ and the ‘‘ Atkinson Conveyancing 
Prize for Liverpool or Preston Students,” took place at the 
Law Association-rooms, in the presence of a large number 
of the members of the society and of the Liverpool Articled 
Clerks’ Society. The proceedings were presided over by 
Mr. W. G. Bateson, the president of the Liverpool Law 
Society, and among those present were Messrs. Timpron 
Martin, John Yates, Peter Wright (clerk of the peace), F. 
S. Hull, James Thornely, Deane, W. Radcliffe, T. Dodge, 
Paget, Henry Tyndall, W. Pearce Horner, Maddock, J. B. 
Wilson, Newton, Charles Martin, Poinston, Bartlett, hon. 
sec., D. O’Connel French, R. S. Payne, &., &c. We may 
state that the “‘Timpron Martin Prize for Liverpool Stu- 
dents” was founded in 1865 by the well-known solicitor of 
that name, who invested 200 guineas in the name of the 
Incorporated Law Society, the interest of which is to be 
applied in puchasing a gold medal as an annual prize to be 
awarded to the clerk articled to a Liverpool solicitor who 
shall pass the best examination in any year, and shall 
be entitled to honorary distinction. In 1865 the prize was 
awarded to Mr. J. D. Banks ; last year it was gained by Mr. 
Daniel O’Connel French, who was articled to Messrs. Yates, 
Son, & Martin, of Water-street, but in consequence of the 
engraver’s delay could not be presented before yesterday. 
The ‘‘ Atkinson Conveyancing Prize for Liverpool or Pres- 
ton Students” was founded by Mr. John Atkinson (Atkin- 
son, Bartlett, & Atkinson), and, as its name denotes, is in- 
tended to encourage the study of conveyancing law among 
the articled clerks of Liverpool and Preston. In 1865 this 
a was gained by Mr. R. S. Payne (son of Mr. R. A. 

yne), who was articled to his father, and last year Mr. 
French gained it, along with the ‘‘Timpron Martin Prize.” 
As, however, Mr. Payne’s medal was not ready last year, the 
“Atkinson” prize for both 1865 and 1866 were presented 
yesterday, Both medals are similar in all respects, except 
as to size, the ‘* Timpron Martin Prize” being the larger of 
the two. On the obverse are the arms and name of the In- 
corporated Law Society of the United Kingdom, and on the 
Teverse the name of the prize and of the successful candi- 
date, and the term and year in respect of which the prize 
was awarded. 

The CuarrMAn said it was a very interesting occasion 
which had called them together—more so, perhaps, to the 
Young ones than to himself and the older members of the 
Profession. They were all aware that prizes were to be given 
to two young gentlemen, who would no doubt feel greatly 

noured by that numerous gathering, and by the presence 
of Mr. Timpron Martin, a gentleman to whom they were all 
very much indebted, as being the originator of this move- 





ment for giving prizes for competition among the young 
men studying the profession in Liverpool. After stating 
the circumstances under which the prizes had been insti- 
tuted, the chairman said this was the second time the Tim- 
pron Martin Prize had been given. On the first, the youn 
gentleman who gained it got employment out of Liverpoo 
and nothing of a quasi-public character took place in making 
the presentation. But this year the gentleman who won 
that prize had acceded to the wish of the committee that a 
quasi-public demonstration should take place on the prize 
being given to him. And not only had he won honour with 
that prize, but he also gained a second prize, namely, that 
er by Mr. Atkinson for proficiency in the conveyancing 

epartment. These prizes were open to all the Liverpool 
articled clerks, and he hoped they would all strive to earn 
them. Mr. Atkinson’s prize, as they were aware, was also 
open to competition by the articled clerks of Preston, so 
that it was an additional honour to Mr. French and to Mr. 
Payne to carry off the prize against competitors in both 
towns. Mr. French served his time in Messrs. Yates, Son, 
& Martin’s office ; Mr. Payne served his time with his father, 
Mr. R. A. Payne, a gentleman whom they all knew and 
highly respected. He observed that Mr. Payne, the prize- 
man, bore as one of his patronymics the name of Sugden ; 
therefore, @ priori, he ought to be a good conveyancer—at 
all events, he had begun very well to sustain the honour of 
the name. He would say to that gentleman, and to all the 
gentlemen who might be competing for the prizes, that they 
must remember in their struggles the homely words of the 
American poet— 

In the battle of life they only prevail, 
Who always push onward and never say fail. 

The chairman then presented the prizes, which were ele- 
gant specimens of numismatic art, from the hands of Mr. 
Wyon. 

Mr. Frencu said he felt much flattered at the numerous 
attendance of members of the profession that day, and also, 
of course, gratified at having won the prizes. On behalf of 
the articled clerks he begged to say that the institution of 
these prizes would tend in every way as an incentive to 
study and exertion. It was very gratifying that in future 
the law students of the town would have an opportunity of 
contending for the splendid prizes which the liberality of 
Mr. Timpron Martin and Mr. Atkinson had provided for 
them. 

Mr. R. SucpEN PAYNE said he felt extremely grateful for 
the kind words which had fallen from Mr. Bateson, and also 
for the sympathy of the numerous gentlemen who had been 

ood enough to honour the occasion with their presence. 

he pleasure of receiving the medal had been greatly en- 
hanced by their kindness, and as he felt sure they did not 
<a a speech from him, he begged simply to thank them 
a 


Mr. Joun YArEs said they had never yet had an opportu- 
nity of expressing their heartfelt thanks to the gentlemen 
who founded these prizes. He ventured therefore to propose 
that they record their govtel appreciation of the kindness 


and consideration of Mr. Timpron Martin and Mr. Atkin- 
son towards the articled clerks in founding these two incen- 
tives to study and perseverance in the various departments 
of law. Of course it was very gratifying to him (Mr. Yates) 
to know that a gentleman who had served his articles in 
his office had been so successful a competitor as to carry off 
both prizes; at the same time, it was a matter for congra- 
tulation for the whole of the profession that this careful con- 
sideration had been shown to the articled clerks. 

Mr. Peter Wricut, with the permission of the president, 
begged leave to second Mr. Yates’s proposition. These 
soviele had excited some enthusiasm and activity amongst 
the students, and he hoped they would continue to do so, 
and would hereafter be a source of great emulation amongst 
the articled clerks. Some people had told him some little 
time ago that Liverpool professional men were not as they 
ought to be. He (Mr. Wright) said they (the objectors) 
had better come amongst the Liverpool professional men» 
and they would see their mistake. He had been fifty years 
in the profession, and,did not know any place in the 
United Kingdom where the professional men acted with 
pale unanimity or more honour than they did in Liver- 
PoThe roposal was carried by acclamation. 

Mr. xs ol Martin, on behalf of Mr. Atkinson (who 
was unavoidably absent) and himself, thanked them for this 
mark of approval. There was more merit due to Mr, Atkin- 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. May 18, 1867, 








678 

son than to him in this matter. Mr. Atkinson paid money 
to establish his prize out of his own pocket ; he (Mtr. Martin) 
only handed over money the Liverpool Law Association were 
good enough to vote to him. There was this remark to be 
made with regard to Mr. Payne. Mr. Payne appeared as 
the prizeman for the year 1865, and as the prize was only 
instituted in 1866, after he had passed his examination, it 
was therefore greatly to his credit to have won a prize which 
was not in existence at the time he passed. It would be 
much better not to consider the medals as anything more 
than certificates of merit, because the real merit was in 
having passed the examination in London, and being en- 
titled to so many distinctions. He begged to move a vote 
of thanks to Mr. Bateson for having presided so well and 
having spoken so appropriately to the occasion. 

Mr. F. S. Huu, in seconding the vote of thanks, thought 
Mr. Martin had expressed himself with much more modesty 
than he ought to have with to his part in instituting 
the prizes, he had stated that the money which pro- 
vided this splendid medal was merely money handed over by 
the Law Society to himself. Now, that was a wrong im- 
pression to go before the public, because the really valuable 
services which Mr. Timpron Martin rendered the profession 
in arranging the whole of the business connected with the 

urchase of the site and the erection of the fine range of 

uildings in which they were then assembled, and the energy, 
experience, and skill he showed in carrying out that grand 
scheme, were very inadequately rewarded by the sum which 
the Law Association voted him, and which he handed to the 
Incorporated Law Society for the purpose of providing this 
annual prize. 

The CuarRMAN having acknowledged the vote of thanks, 
the proceedings terminated. 


THE LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the Law Institution, on Tuesday Evening last, Mr. 
Widdows in the chair, the question discussed was—‘‘ Should 
the Bill now before Parliament for the abolition of arrest for 
debt become law ?” which was opened by Mr. Hills (for Mr. 
Harvie) in the affirmative. After an interesting debate, the 
— was carried in the negative by a large majority. 

e number of members present was 20. 








OBITUARY. 


J. 8. STOCK, Esc. 

We have to record the death of J. S. Stock, 
Recorder of Exeter, which took place in London on Tuesday 
the 7th inst. He was called to the bar in Trinity Term, 
1830, by the Society of the Middle Temple, and joined 
the Western Circuit, of which he was for many years one of 
the leading members. 


+» Q.C., 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


TRINITY TERM. 

INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 

Thursday, the6thJune, isthy day appointed forthe exami- 
nation of persons under articles of clerkship to attorneys. 
Candidates for examination are to attend on that day at 
half-past nine in the forenoon, at the Hall of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, Chancery-lane, ‘The examination 
will commence at ten o'clock precisely, and close at 
four o'clock, 
Articles, &c., to be left with the secretary on or before 
Saturday, the 18th May; and in case articles and testimo- 
nials of service have been already deposited, they should 
be re-entered, the fee paid, and the answers completed on 
or before the 18th May. 
Candidates applying to be examined under the 4th section 
of the Attorneys’ Act, 1860, may, on application, obtain 
copies of the further questions relating to the ten years’ ser- 
vice antecedent to the articles of clerkship; and such 
| pap duly answered, must be left with the articles, 

“9 





on or before the 18th 


wes 
Candidates who have already proved to the satisfaction of 


the examiners the ten years’ antecedent service are not re- 
quired to leave replies to the further questions 
In other respects the regu 


apes 
lations are exactly similar to 


Finan Examination. ’ 
Tuesday, the 4th, and Wednesday, the 5th June are the 
days appointed for the examination of persons applying 
to be admitted attorneys. Candidates for examination 
are to attend on those days at half-past. nine in the fore. 
noon of each day, at the Hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society, Chancery-lane, The examination will commence 
at ten o’clock precisely, and close at four o'clock. 
Articles of clerkship, &c., to be left with the secretary 
on or before Saturday the 25th May. If the articles were 
executed after the 1st January, 1861, the certificate of 
having passed the intermediate examination should be left 
at the same time ; and in case articles and testimonials of 
service have been already deposited, they should be re. 
entered, the fee paid, and the answers completed on or 
before the 25th May. 
Candidates applying to be examined under the 4th section 
of the Attorneys’ Act, 1860, may, on application, obtain 
copies of the further questions relating to the ten years’ 
service antecedent to the Articles of Clerkship ; and such 
questions, duly answered, must be left with the Articles, 
&c., on or before the 25th May. 
Where the Articles have not expired, but will expire 
during the Term, or in the Vacation following such Term, 
the candidate may be examined conditionally ; but the 
Articles must be left on or before the 25th May, and answers 
up to that time. 
Candidates who have already proved to the satisfaction 
of the Examiners the ten years’ antecedent service are 
not required to leave replies to the further questions again, 
Fee, each Term, on Articles and Testimonials of service, 
15s. ;—not to be sent in Postage Stamps. 
In others respects the regulations are exactly similar to 
those previously issued (e.g. 10 Sol. Jour. 169). 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, May 16, 1867, 
(From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 924 Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, June 6, 903 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
8 per Cent uced, 90) Ex Bills, £1000, 4 per Ct. pm 
New 3 per Cent., 903 Ditto, £500, Do pm 
Do, 34 per Cent., Jan, 794 Ditto, £100 & £200, 23 pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. 73 — Ct. (last half-year) 251 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. § 
India Stock, 104 p Ct. Apr.’74 2174) Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72 10% 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, ’79 — 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’80 112 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 
Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. ’88 Do. Do.. 5 per Cent., Aug. '73 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000, 49 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. Ditto, ditto, under £1000, pm. 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





6} per 



























































Shares. Railways. Paid, |Closing Prices. 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter .........ccseserssersererees 80 
Stock | Caledoni 108 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ...,, 105 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .. 1 28 
Stock Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 .....004. 100 6 
Stock | Great Northern 100 110 
Stock Do., A Stock* 100 Mk 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland} 100 91 
tock | Great Western— Original oe | 424 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxfor 27 
Stock +9 10.—Ne@wport «sess 2 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire 00 124 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast...... 100 87 
8tock | London, Chatham, and Dover.........s00+ 100 18 
Stock | London and North-Western........ eee] 100 1128 
Stock | London and South-Western ..... 100 16 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln.,..,..... 100 464 
Stock | Metropolit 10@ 18 
Stock | Midland ......... 100 107f 
Stock | Do., Birmingham and Derby .......000 100 78 
Stock | North Brithoh ....scrcccoseserereeeeeseececeseves 100 34 
Stock | North London 100 113 
10 D0.4 1066 coveccrccccerssccrssesevcecoscecerescend 5 6; 
Btock | North Staffordshire......c.ccsvesvereveeerees| 100 70 
Stock | Scottish Central 100 ~~ 
Stock | South DEVON vies... ssesecsessersetereenseneseeees 100 46 
Stock | Tall Valen 100 | 194 
toc! eseees 
f 10 Do., Cc b29/ 3) pe 











those previously issued (¢.g., 10 Sol, Jour. 169). 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 
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order of Vice-Chancellor Stuart, the volun winding 
ot the City and County Assurance Company (Limited) is to 
be continued under supervision. : 

The official liquidator of the Bank of London has obtained the 
pennies of Vice-Chancellor Wood to declare a further divi- 

f 2s. 6d. 

The adjourned special en | of the Brighton Railway Com- 
pany was held on. Thursday, passed off satisfactorily. The 
course proposed by the Committee of Investigation was carried 
unanimously. The adjourned Wharncliffe meeting was then held, 
and it being.explained to the meeting that the company’s bill, 
in its amended shape, had been sanctioned by the legal advisers 
of the Committee of Investigation, a resolution approving the 
bill was carried. 

At the special general meeting of the London and South- 
Western Railway Company, the same day, a strong opposition 
to all extensions was evinced on the part of the meeting. 

The adjourned half-yearly meeting of the Ottoman (Smyrna 
and Aidin) Railway Company is fixed for Tuesday next, when 
the report of the Committee of Investigation will be presented to 
the shareholders. — 

Monty MARKET AND CiTy INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 

The past week shows a continuance of improvement. The 
result of the late conference has had time to operate fairly upon 
the markets, which exhibit much buoyancy. The accounts 
which have been received from the Paris markets have also 
promoted a slight advance in prices, and the probable advent of 
a large influx of bullion from abroad, giving rise to anticipations 
of ease in the discount market, seems to have put investors on 
the gui vive. The funds are decidedly buoyant. 

Foreign securities, taking them on a whole, show an upward 
tendency, and the general share market is steady. During the 
earlier part of the week British railway investments were viewed 
with increasing distrust; at the present date they exhibit a re- 
covery, which is no doubt attributable in part to the result of 
the late meeting of the Brighton og 

Rentes have declined to 69f. 30c. The Bank of France ex- 
hibits a further increase of bullion and a lessening discount 
demand. ° 

Advices from Melbourne give the result of the Postal Con- 
ference, which has been held there by representatives of the six 
colonies of Victoria, New South Wales, South Australia, Queens- 
land, Tasmania, and New Zealand. The conference has resulted 
in amemorial to the Imperial Government, proposing that the 
three routes by way of Panama, Galle, and Torres Straits 
should be maintained; that the Imperial Government should 
terminate the present contract with the Peninsular and Oriental 
Company, and pay half the cost of the other three services, the 
colonies paying the other half; and that the Torres Straits mail 
steamers should ply direct to and from Singapore. 

The following is the return from the Banker's Clearing 

ouse :— 


Thursday .. .. 9,554,000 | Tuesday +» «+ 8,968,000 
Friday .. .. .. 9,458,000 | Wednesday .. .. 18,177,000 
Saturday .. 9,321,000 —— 
Monday -. 8,301,000 £63,774,000 
Gro. DernysuireE, Chief Inspector. 

These returns, as we announced last week, are, in future, to 

be published weekly. 
he cotton market continues to exhibit fluctuations, the last 
advices are favourable. 

The corn markets are inactive. 

The Prudential Assurance Company issues this year an ap- 
pendix to its annual report, embodying in various tables, sta- 
tistics, the results of the company’s experience during the past 
three years. The class of lives to which these tables refer are 
those of artizans and small tradesmen, principally in the manu- 
facturing districts. From these tables it appears that the aver- 
age rate of mortality in the ‘ Prudential’’ experience, is, on 
the whole, rather below the average rate of mortality for 
England. The quarter of least mortality during 1864-5-6 ap- 
i have been the October, November, and December of 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

LATHAM—On May 15, at 69, Lansdowne-road, Notting-hill, the wife 
of Francis Law Latham, Esq,, Batrister-at-Law, ofa daughter. 

MACNAGHTEN—On May 16, at 100, Eaton-place, the wife of Edward 

aghten, Esq., of a son, 

MACFARLANE—On April 16, the wife of John Macfarlane, Esq., Soli 
citor, Bombay, of a son, 

WINCKWORTH—On May 12, at 3, St, George’s-square, §,W., the wife 
of Lewis Winckworth, Esq.,of a daughter. 

WOODHAMI—On May 8, at Winchester, the wife of T.B, Woodham, 


. fa son, 
MARRIAGES. 

LANYON—HEARLE—On May 14, at St. Mary’s, Bryanston-square, 
John eg oe Lanyon, » Solicitor, Holsworthy, Devon, son 
ofthe late Richard Lanyon, Ksq., of Kennall Vale, Cornwall, to 
Emily Anne, only child of the late Stephen Doble Hearlo, Surgeen, 





MUNTON—BOHN—On May 11, at St. Mary, Twickenham, Francis 
Kerrich Munton, Esq., Solicitor, Rugby-chambers, Great James- 
street, Bedford-row, and Aubrey-house, Hornsey,to Elizabeth Ann, 
daughter of Henry G. Bohn, Esq., of York-street, Covent-garden, 
and North-end-house, Twickenham. 

‘STRETTON—RAWLINSON—On May 9, at All Saints, Clapham-park, 
Albert Stretton, Esq., Solicitor, of Leicester, son of W. W. Stretton, 
Esq., of Danes-hill-house, Leicester, to Annie, daughter of 8. Sutton 
Rawlinson, Esq., of King’s-road, Clapham-park. 

DEATHS. 

BARTROP—On March 11, at Shanghai, Robert Collyer Bartrop, son 
of R. F. Bartrop, Esq., Solicitor, Kingston-upon-Thames, re 23. 
BRANSON— On May 9, at 21, Pembridge-square, Walter Hugh Wynn, 

aged 2!, son of J. W. Branson, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

JEFFERY—On May 12, at King’s Lynn, John Ewing Jeffery, Esq., 
Selicitor and Clerk to the Magistrates, aged 55. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART, 
May 9.—By Mr. F. J. Suanr. 
The reversion to the one-fourth part of £2,000 cash, invested in3 per 
Cent. Consols, payable on the death of a lady aged 47 years—Sold for 


£90. 

Freehold, 2 houses, Nos. 20 and 21, Box-street, Bow Common.lane, 
Bromley, producing £39 per annum—Sold for £300. 

Freehold, 2 piots ef building land, situate in Box-street, aforesaid—Sold 
for £80. 

Leasehold residence, No. 13, Victoria-road, Old Chariton; let at 
£73 10s. per annum; term, 74 years unexpired, at £7 per annum— 
Sold for £770. 

By Mr. A. Booru. 

Leasehold, 3 residences, Nos. 66 to 68, Hungerford-road, Camden-road ; 
let at £42 per annum each; term, 92 years unexpired, at £14 per 
annum—Sold for £1,480. 

Leasehold business premises, Nos. 6 and 7, Nicholas-lane, Lombard- 
a term, 12 years unexpired, at £300 per annum—Soid for 

1,000. 
By Messrs. Crawter & Deatu. 

Freehold residence, known as Putney Lodge, together with 27 acres of 
arable and meadow land and farm bomestead in Turkey-street, En- 
field-highway—Sold for £7,750. 

May 10,— By Messrs. Norton, Taist, Watney, & Co. 

Freehold residence, with stabling, coach-heu:e, conservatory, greei- 
houses, grapery, farm buildings, ground, and meadow land; also5 
cottages, the whole containing about 114 acres, situate at Sydenham, 
Kent—Sold for £21,000. 

Freehold residence. known as Mar! House, Bexley, Kent, with stabling, 
and meadow land, containing about 64 acres - Sold for £,000. 

Freehold estate, comprising Moors and Seitle Court Farms, containing 
79a Ir 9p, situate in the parish of Felstead, Essex ; let at £104 7s. td, 
per annum —Sold for £2,500, 

Freehold 4a 3r 3) of meadow land, situate at Paslow-wood-common, 
High Onger, Essex ; let on lease at £6 6s. per annum—Sold for £240. 
iy premises, kuown as the Kent Brewery, Bexley, Kent—Soid for 

£1,630, 
By Messrs, Rusaworrs, Jarvis, & Apsorr. 

Leasehold residence, No. 41, Grosvenor-place, Hyde-park-corner—Sold 
for £4,500. 

May 13.—By Messrs. Jackson & Son, 

Freehold Residence, known as Wheathampstead House, with gardens, 
grounds, and paddock in all about7 acres, situste inthe county of 
Hertfordshire—Sold for £2,380. 

May '4.—By Mr. P. D. Tucxerr. 

Freehold mansion, known as Colliers-wood, with park, farmyard, 
grounds, gardens, 2 cottages, stabling, and 52a 3r l7p of land, 
situate at Lower Tooting, Surrey—Seld tor £19,550; timber, £885 5s., 
and fixtures, £285. 

Freehold, la ir 16p of meadow land, known as Little America, situate 
as abuve—Sold for £410, 

Leasehold residence, known as Falmouth Villa, Albert-road, Queen's- 
road, Peckham; let at £59 per annum ; term, 554 years unexpired, at 
£10 10s, per annum—Sold for £550. 

Leasehold residence, known as Sydenham Villa, Albert-road, aforesaid ; 
let at £50 per annum; term and ground-rent similar to above—Sold 


for £550. 

Leasehold residence, No. 1, Sandwell-villas, Garden-road, Wandsworth- 
road ; let at £55 per annum; term, $7} years unexpired, at £3 per 
annum—Sold for £610. 

Leasehold residence, No. 2, Sandwell-villas; let at £15 per annum; 
term similar to above, at £6 per annum—Sold for £500. 


Leasehold residence, No. 7, New Cross-road; let at £42 per annum; 
term, 56} years unexpired, at £6 2s. per annum—Soki for £480. 
Leasehold residence, No, 29, New Cross-read; let at £45 per anoum ; 
term similar to above, at £8 ICs. per annum—Sold for £400, 
May 15.—Messrs. Norton, Tarst, Watnar & Co. 
Freehold Residence, known as Portland House, Ne. 4, Portland-place, 
Hammersmith-road—Sold for £2,470, 


AT THE GUILDHALL CCFFEE HOUSE. 
May 10.—By Mr. Frank Laws, 

Leasehold, 7 houses, Nos. 8 to 13, William-street, and No. 1, Pitt-street, 
Southwark, producing £170 19s. per annum; also leasehold gronnd- 
rents, amounting te £15 10s. per annum, secured on houses in Pitt- 
street, William-street, and William-court; term expiring 1969, at £31 
per annum-— Sold for £90, 

ag —— 1 and 2, Gloucester-villas, Lavender road, Bat- 
tersea, ucing £52 per annum ; term, about 71 years unexpired, at 
£7 43. per annum—Sold for £455, q 

Freehold building !and, with the carcases thereon, situate at Twickenham 
—Sold for £420, 

Freehold house, situate as above, let at £18 per annum—Sold for £300, 

Freehold ground-rent of £15 per annum, arising from house and jand 
situate as above — Sold for £360, 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


CMinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes, 
Frtpary, May 10, 1867. 
Limitgp In CHANCERY. ‘ 

Hot Air Engine Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented May 7, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins on 
May 31. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioner. 

Whitehall Engineering Company (Limited). - By an order made by 
Vice-Chancellor Malins on April 26, it was ordered that the voluntary 
winding up of the above Company be continued. Torr & Co, Bed- 
ford-row, solicitors. 

Proprietors of the Wey and Arun Junction Canal.—Vice-Chancellor 
Malins has, by an order dated April 11, appointed William Haydon 
Smallpiece, Guildford, to be official liquidator. se 

Lavender’s Patent Lubricating Compound and Oil Comaang inte ). 
—Creditors are required on or before June }, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to Jaines 
Holah, 62, Moorgate-street. Tuesday, June 12 at 12, is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

United Merthyr Collieries Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, 
on or before May 27, to send their names and addresses, and the 

iculars of their debts or claims, to Rebert Dixon, Bell-yard, 
tor’s-commons. ite 

Petroleum Company of Hanover (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 
presented May 3, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls 
on June 1. Prall & Nickinson, Chancery-laue, solicitors for the pe- 
titioner. 

Mason's Hall Tavern Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, 
presented May 3, directed to be heard hefore the Master of the Rolls 
on June 1. Nokes & Co, Finch-lane, Cornhill, solicitors for the pe- 
titioners, 

Artificial Leather Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up., pre- 
sented May 8, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins 
on May 31. Snell, George-st, Mansion-house, solicitor for the peti- 


tioner. 
Turspay, May 14, 1867. 
Limitep IN CHANCERY. 


Empire Assurance Corporation (Limited).—Order to wind up, made | 


by Vice-Chancellor Stuart on May 4. Bell & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 

Anglo-Danubian Steam Navigation and Colliery Company (Limited). 
—Order to wind up. made by the Master ofthe Rolls on May 4. 
Devonshire, Frederick’s-p!, Old Jewry, solicitor for the petitioner. 
states’ Investment Company (Limited).—( reditors are required, on 
or before June 11, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of thcir debts or claims, to Samuel Lowell Price, 13, Gres- 
ham-st, official liquidator. Tuesday, June 25 at 11, is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Proprietors of the Wey and Arun Junction Canal.—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before June 1, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Haydon 
Smallpiece, Guildford. Monday, June 24 at 12, is appointed for 
hearing aad adjudicating upon the debts and claims, 

STANNARIES OF CORNWALL, 

East Bassett and Grylls Mining Company.—Petition for winding up, 
presented May 7, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden, at 
Prince’s-hall, Truro, on Monday, May 20 at 12. Affidavits intended 
to be used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be 
filed at the Registrar’s office, Truro, on or before May 17, and notice 
thereof must, at the same time, be given to the petitioner, his soli- 
citor, oragents. Roberts, Truro, solicitor for the petitioner. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tugspar, May 14, 1867. 
Revivors of Life, Cutiers’ Arms Tavern, Cutler-st, Houndsditch. 


7. 
Tradsemen's Friendly Society, Commercial Inn, Aberdare, Glamorgan. 


9. 
Earl-street Female Provident Society, Cook-st, Coventry. May 9. 
aging 8 New Friendly Society, Stone-rd School, nr Longton, Stafford. 

ay 10. 
Free Gardeners, Kingston-upon-Hull, York. May ll. 
Creditors under Estates in Coancerp. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripvay, May 10, 1857. 

Allen, Thos, King’s Lynn, Nortolk, Esq. June 4, Jarvis v Allen, 


Allinson, Richd, Smethwick, Stafford, Manager. June 1. Bourne v 
Allinson, M. R. 

Boteler, Lieut.-Col. Robt, Liandough Castle, Glamorgan, June 17. 
Joues v Boteler, V. C. Stuart. 

Johnstone, Mary Aun, Muswell-hill, Widow. June 20. Pickering o 
Pickering, V. C. Stuart. 

Patrick, Thos Guy, Linstock, Cumberland, Yeoman. June3. Donald 
» Patrick, V. C. Malins. “ 

Thompson, Thos, Upper Seymoure-st, Gent. June 3. Thompson v 
Thompson, V. C. Stuart. 

Wilks, John, Aberford, York, Farmer. June 14. -Hemingway v Wilks, 


V. C. Stuart. 
Tuespar, May 14, 1867. 
Cope, Fras, Bromley Hurst, Stafford, Farmer. June 12, Cope» Blain, 


Goddard, Sarah, Belton, Salop, Spinster. June 20. Radford » Radford, 
. C. Stuart, 
aig Tat Albemarle-st. May 23. Foreman # Hamilton, 


Harrison. John Swale, Topsham, Devon, Victualler. June 14. Price 
v Tothill. V C. Wood, 

Phillips, John Lewes, Crickmarren, Pembroke, Esq. 
Phillips v Powell, V. C. Stuart. 

Warland, Wm Hy. Jan 10. Warland v Gooby, V. C. Stuart. 

“Fae” Worcester, Gent. June 4. Watkins v Watkins, 


oe - 


June 15, 





Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, May 10, 1867. 


a Isaac Nathan, Manch, Merchant. Aug 6. Slater & Qo, 

Moench. 

Bolton, Frances, Lpool, Spinster. May 31. Harris, Lpool. 

Burges, Dani. Clifton-pk, Bristol, Esq. Junel. Warry & Co, Lin. 
coln's-inn-fields. 

Byam, Rev Richd Burgh, Petersham, Surrey. July 6, Hicks & Son, 
Gray’s-inu-sq. 

Chitty, Richd, Dorking, Surrey, Timber Merchant. June 10. Kays, 


New-inn, Strand. 
Nottingham, Gent. July 1. Johnson, 


Corden, Thos, Braincote, 
Nottingham. 

Edmends, Mary, South Scarle House, Nottingham, Spinster. May 31, 
Shacklock, Carlton-upon-Trent, Newark. 

Holl, Joseph, Encombe-ter, Wandsworth-rd, Coal Merchants. June 
30. Marshall, King’s-rd, Bedford-row. 

a Harriett, Heigham, Norwich, Spinster. July 4. Sharpe, 

orwich. ' 

Newland, Sarah, Chicester, Spinster. Aug. 4. Powell & Arnold 

Ch ichester 


Nicholl, Rev Iityd, Ham, nr Cowbridge, Glamorgan, Clerk. July 1, 
Bevan, Cowbridge. 

Priscott, Thos, Luxborough Farm, Bishops Lydeard, Somerset, Yeo 
man, Septl. Woodland, Taunton. 

Rattray, Marrianne, Daventry, Northampton, Widow. June li, 
Burton & Willoughby, Daventry. 

Scholfild, John, Faxfleet Hall, York, Esq. June 7- Marshall é 
Sangster, Leeds. 

Walters, Wm, sen, East Markham, Nottingham, Yeoman. June 13, 
Shacklock, Charlton-upon-Trent, Newark. 

bat = 8 Wm, Salop, Eyton, nr Wellington, Farmer, Junel. Knowles 

ellington. 

Winter, Chas, Heigham Grove, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer. July|, 

Coaks, Norwich, 
Tuespayr, May 14, 1867. 
Dore, Richd, Lewes, Sussex, Gent. July 1. Gell & Woolley, 
Ss. 


we 

Barriffe, Sarah, Westbourne-pk-cresent, Paddington. July 1. Walker, 
& Twyford, Southampton-st, Bloomsbury. 

Bain, Ross, Clipstone-st, Fitzroy-sq, Bricklayer. June 21, Braith- 
waite, Guildford-st, Russell-sq. 

ae ; by Shrewsbury, Salop, Timber Merchant. April 3. Marey 

ellington. 

Burgen, Wm, Martin’s-lane, Cannon-st, Solicitor. June 30, Leef, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Fisher, Richd, Alcester, Warwick, Esq. June 24. Jones & Son, Al. 
cester. 

Fullarton, Charlotte Ann, Tunbridge Wells, Spinster. June 12. 
Andrew, Tunbridge Wells. 

Gibson, Rev John, Askern, York, Clerk. June 25. Wheat, Sheffield. 

Hall, Wm John, Trinity-sq, Tower-hill, Wharfinger. July |. Jaoobs 
& North, Budge-row. 

Hammer, Wm, Bishopsgate-st Without, Coach Builder. June lf. 
Burkitt, London-wall, j 

Isaac, Joseph, Richmond, Victoria, Labourer. Oct 25. Haye, Tavit 


tock. 
Jackson, Richd Medland, Piccadilly. July 1. Torr & Co, Bedfori- 
ro 


We 

Lukey, Hy Clarke, Bromley, Kent, Linen Draper. July 1, Daviss 
Barnard, Ironmonger-lane. 

7 si Walter Fergus,Lpool, Ironfounder. July 10. Eden &%, 


Lpoo 
Morris, Eliz, Birm, Widow. May 24, Cottrell, Birm. 
Nicholson, Isabella, Carlisle, Widow. July 1. Hough, Carlisle. 
Nickolls, Ann Sophia, Birm, Spinster. May 24. Cottrell, Birm. 
Peters, Geo Chariton, Birm, Wine Merchant. July 17. Newt, 


Birm. 

Samson, Caroline, Lowther Arcade, Importer of Foreign Goods. Jum 
13. Flux & Co, East India-avenue. 

Simm, Wm, Watercrook, Westmorland, Farmer. Moser § 
Co, Kendal. 

Smyth, Robt Dunkin, Park-hill, Richmond, Surgeon. July 10. Wi 
ker & Twyford, Southampton-st, Bloomsbury, 

Summers, Hy, Nottingham, Gent. June 8. Richards, Nottingham. 

Thornton, Thos, Dowuham-rd, Islington,Esq. June 15, Webstet, 
Basinghall-st. 

Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Frrpay, May 10, 1867. 


Ameion, Hy, Kentsh-town-rd, Greengrocer, April23. Comp. Ré 

ay 10. 

Ati, Robt, Little Yarmouth, Suffolk, Brick Dealer, April12. Comp 
6 


Reg May 6. 

Pron Son Fras Louis, Aldenham-ter, St Pancras, Coal Mercbath 
May 4. Comp. Reg ° 

Barratt, Hy, Grindon, nr Northampton, Auctioneer. Dec 10. Comb 


g May 7. 
Barracluf?, Joseph Dashwood, Northampton, Shoe Manufactum 
April 30. Comp. Reg May 9. 
Beaumont, Sam), & Richd Beaumont, Blakeney, Norfolk, Grd 
April ll. Asst. Reg May 9. 
Bennet, Thos, Barnoldswick, nr Colne, York, Cotton Manufact 
April 23, Arrt. Reg May 8, 
Bennooh, Fras, Geo Bennet, & Richd Rimmer Bennet, Wood-st, © 
side, Warehousemen. Aprill0, Inspectorship. Reg May 8. 
Bluckburn, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Retailer of To 
April 18. Asst, Reg May 8. 
Brackstone, Chas, Union-st, Notting-hill, Carman, May 3. © 


ge May 9. 
= ae sai, Blackburn, Lancaster, Plumber. May 6. ¢ 
eg 
ay f 


July 1, 










Vy 19. 
Browne, Wm Gill, Hull, York, Agent. April 12. Asst. 
— Fra ae, Southwold, Suffolk, Ironfounder, M: 
eg . 
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“ae Lenton, Nottingham, Miller. May 8. Comp. Reg ee Wm, Linslade, Buckingham, Baker. May 2. Comp. Reg 
cori ‘Geo John, Lpool, Merchant. April 27. Inspectorship. Reg Weight, al Chas, Southampton, Carpenter. April10. Asst. Reg 
comagton, Geo Saml, Northampton, Tailor. May 1. Comp. Reg Wyle, Ws , Wm, Englefield-rd, Islington, Clerk. May2. Comp. Reg 


May 10 
Oramley, Aa Hitchin, Herts, Coach Builder. April 26, Comp. 
cat, Ah —_ Holmfirth, York, Woollen Manufacturer. April 15. Asst. 


Reg May 
Dales, ok —— Shields, Durham, Furniture Broker. April 30. 
ont wm iy, 
gy y; he Albany-st, Regent’s-pk, Tailor. May 1. Comp. 
pune. Ju Jas, ame, Salop, Saddler. April9, Asst. Reg May 7. 
Durrant, Trayton, Waldron, Sussex, Builder. April 11. Asst. "Reg 


May 8. 
nm, Hy, & Thos Whittaker, aga York, Read and Heald 
rs, Aprill5. Asst. Reg May 
Eastaugh, — Bourn, Cambridge, Farm Bailiff. April 23. Comp. 


taston, Hk, Hounslow, Middix, Builder. April 20. Asst. Reg 


May 

Edman, = eee Lincoln, Wine and Spirit Merchant, April 12. 
Asst. ez 

Elliott, Hy, Manch, Public Accountant. April 16. Comp. Reg May 7. 


Fei Jas, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Travelling Draper. May 3. 
p- Reg May 8. 


Fulloon, Robt ot Dod. Mesting-house-lane, Peckham, Licensed Victualler. 
May7. Asst. Re 9. 


May 
Friedrich, John, Frith-st, "oho, Manufacturer of Meerschaum Pipes. 
April25, Comp. Reg 


, Jas, Wimbleden, S Dakinet Maker, April 8. Comp. Reg ro! 3. 
y, 0,8, Langham-st, Regent-st, Army Tailor. May 6. Comp. 


Reg Ma: 
Gower, its Hy Moat-ter, Battersea-pk, Timber Merchant. May 7. 


Comp. 
— , Win Ban “barakey, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. May 3. 
mp 
Grove, F utoust, rf Lars Henric ae” Cardiff, Glamorgan, Ship 
Chandlers. April 20. Asst. 


Hallett, Selby, & Wm Hallett, East  ietie-rd, Limehouse, Clothier, 
May 4. Comp. Reg May 9. 
Hanson, Chas, Cui 


“ee York, Fancy Manufacturer. April 11. 

Comp. Reg May 
ey: \ wera Hamabiote, Rutland, Farmer. April 18. Asst. Reg 
= fa West Hartlepool, Durham, Grocer. Aprill3. Comp. Reg 


Hodes. * pred, Salisbury-st, Strand. May 3. Asst. Reg May 10. 
a + Hy Ribton, Lpool, Shipowner. May 7. Inspectorship. 


y 10 
Hinde: Chas, Kennington-pk-rd, Schoolmaster. April 10. Comp. 
= Geo, Market Rasen, Lincoln, Saddler. April 15. Asst. Reg 
ay f. 
Jones, Bawa, Manch, Cabinet Maker. April 17. Comp. Reg 
Key Wm Joseph, Newcastle-upou-Tyne, Carver. April 20. Asst. 
Kershaw, John, Littleborough, Lancaster, Commercial Traveller. 
May 7. Asst. Reg May 9. 
ee , sen, F Faversham, Kent,Stone Mason. April 12. Comp. 
8 
Low, avis Wilson, Blackburn, Lancaster, Draper. April 17. Asst, 


Reg 
Lucas, pte i Huddersfield, Plumber. April17. Asst. Reg May 8. 
Lucas, Wm, Manch, Silk Broker. April 18. Comp. Reg May 9. 
ee John, Wrexham, Denbigh, Draper. April13. Asst. Reg 


Mavi, Wm Watson, Gateshead, Durham. April 10. Conv. Reg 
Middle, Robt, Stocksbridge, York, Joiner, May 1. Oomp. Reg 


sion Geo Haowell, Zanginet, Poole, Dorset, Confectioner. April 


Sami, Gene Glamorgan, Grocer. May 4 Comp. Reg 

—- i Wm, Dane’s-inn, Strand, Architect. April7. Comp. Reg 
May 

Moss, Thos, Bowness, Windermere, Westmorland, Chemist. April 15. 

Asst. Reg May7. 


y 
Oliver, Jas, Leeds, Painter. April13. Comp. Reg May 8 
ar Peter, Leyburn, York, Chemist. ‘April 13, Asst. Reg 


Pous, Wm, Seeettgem, Middx, Brewer’s Agent. May 6. Comp. 
ig May 10 
~ By, P +s a Huddersfield, York, Linendraper. April 16. 


Asst. 
manne alte, Green-st, Leicester-sq. April 29. Comp. Reg 
Rosevear, Cornwall. April29. Asst. Reg May 7. 


Wm, St. Bazey, 
mate, Wm Dennis, Chureh- -st, Stoke Newington, out of sa tee May 
Sauire ur, Homiand Montage, Lpool, Musical Instrument Maker. May 
PM 4 'm, and Fredk Towpent Leng -st, Cheapside, Hat Mant- 
facturers. May 6, Com ry bang 
Tunmore, Fredk, Lpool, Cabinet er. May 6. Comp. Reg May 10. 
wot Thos Geo, Sheerness, Kent, Ontfitter. April 10. Asst. Reg 


Venn Richa, Torquay, Devon, Builder. April 12. Comp. Reg May 9. 
gd bone Emily, ee wacarty semen Manch, Baker. April 
Wickham, Geo, fiaie, Surrey, Builder. May 3, Asst. Reg May 7. 
“erik Jas, Beverley, Lancaster, Engineer. May Pay ts 


a a yl Upper Charlotte-st, Fitzroy-sq, Jeweller. 





Turspay, May 14, 1867. 
Beech, Jas, Middlewich, Chester, out of business. April 27. Comp. 


Reg May 13. 

— Chas, Euston-rd, Decorator. April 12. Comp. Reg 
ay 

Brooks, Jas, & Cornelius Robt Schaller, Charles-st, St James’s, Auc- 

tioneers, May1l. Comp. Reg May 13. 

_— John Geo, Boston, Lincoln, Printer. May 1. Asst. Reg 
‘ay 13. 

he as Chichester, Sussex, Timber Merchant. May 1. Asst. 

a ‘Chas Ben, Stretford, nr Manch, Grocer. April 30. Asst. Reg 


caldwell, Geo, Wigan, Lancaster, Provision-sheop Keeper. May 11. 
Comp. Reg May 13. 

— Joseph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. April15. Asst. Reg 
M 


Carter, H Hy, Birm, Haberdasher. May1l. Comp. Reg May 13. 

Cottrell, Alfred, Tottenham-ct-rd, General House Furnisher. March 11, 
Comp. Reg May 13. 

Dyees By. I Park-st, Camden-town, Bootmaker. April 17. Comp. 


ay | 
Dierden, 4% & Wm map Bridge-st, Westminster, Contractors. 
April30. Asst. Reg May 
Dixon, John Tyson, Gt ookesone, York, Contractor. April15, Comp. 


Reg May 11. 
Duncombe, Hy, Violet-pill, Abbey-p! = popeaes, Livery Stable 
Keeper. April20. Comp.. Reg 
om 2 Hy, .Salisbury-st, Middx, ne May 9. Comp. Reg 
May 
ee i John, Newton Abbot, Devon, Builder, May 1. Comp. Reg 
Froeinany is Tsaae, jun, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. April 25. Conv. 
g May 
Segr’ "en. Stratford, Lancaster, Agent. April 24. Asst. Reg 
yl 
Goodyear, Fredk, St Lay hates 5h Straw Hat Manufacturer. 
April 18. Comp, Reg May 14 
Grigsen, Raymer ne > Warwick-et, Pimlico, Oil Warehouseman. 
0 


April 23. Comp 

Hartrodt, Chas Ferdinand, Kingsland-rd, Hoxton, Egg Importer. May 
lt. Comp. Reg May 13. 

Hogs, ade jan, St Bride’s-avenue, Fleet-st, Publisher. May 9. Asst. 
eg Ma: 

Hamm, Eve, Westmoreland-pl, City-rd, Hatter. April15. Comp. 

g May } 

May 7 Llanrwst, Denbigh, Smith. April 30. Asst. Rew 

Jefe, Joseph, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. May 9. Comp. Reg 

Jewel, —_ M., Bradford, York, Worsted Top Maker. April 15. 
loopoeeess +e eg April 10. 

Lauezzari, F ——-y Hubert, King-sq, Goswell-rd, Jeweller. 
May Il. (a Reg Ma: 


ay | 
Lugg, Robt, & Jas Price Morgan, Bristol, Boot Manufacturers. April 
16. Comp. Reg May 13. 
April 16. 
Mav l 


Malthey, Fras, Strand, Restaurant-keeper. Aprill5. Comp. Reg 
Mayhow, Saml, Bromley-ter, Poplar, Butcher. April 24. Comp. Reg 
eens Hereford, Farmer. April 16. Comp. Reg 
Morrivon, Wm, Portland-cottages, Earl’s-ct, Kensington, St 


April 18. Comp. Reg May 10. 
oy rey Wm, Macclesfield, hes 





ihester, Draper. May 13. panies Reg 
Masa, Jeremiah Street, Blackburn, Lancaster, Grocer. April 18. Asst. 


ig May | 
Naile, Thos Hy, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Grocer. April 30. Asst 
Reg May li. 


ay om tH Thos, & = ete Shaw, Holbeck, Leeds, Pin Makers. 
P' 


Reg May 11. 
Palmer, Airill Clifford: Grimsby, Lincoln, Watch Maker. May 7. Asst. 
Reg May 10. 


Phelps, Hy, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. May 9. Comp. Reg May 14. 
Powles, Alfred Ward, & ar Powles, Lpool, Merchants, April 20. 


nih aes Katy Ay oa Lpool, Grocer. April 15. Cemp. Reg 
Fea, Tellingten-e2, Kensall-green, Wheelwright. May 9. 
man, Jo,  Swithlend, Leicester, Farmer. April 16, Asst. Reg 
set, 40 “osepb, Bath, Somerset, Linen Draper. May2. Asst. Reg 
simmonet France, Sheffield, Dealer in Cutlery. April 13. Asst. 
sain, Thos Eatly, Houndsditch, Wholesale Clothier. May 11. Comp. 
See ed, Chas Fredk, Salisbury, Tailor. April 26, Comp. Reg 
mR bay Gabriel Green, Windmill-st, Corn Dealer. April 22. Comp. 
Reg May 13. 
> soe Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Seedsman, May 2. Comp. Reg 
whetly, 3 Andrew, & Reanae Bie Riesle, Sunderland, Durham, Jewellers, 
wae nr Bd, es Cane, Ape Comp. ag 





682 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. May 18, 1867. 








bsg Richd, Gresham-st, Watchmaker. April 18. Comp. Rog 

‘ay 10. 

Whitlock, Edwin, Salisbury, Wilts, Chemist. Aprill6. Asst. Reg 
13. 


May 

Wilkins, Edwin, Lightpill, nr Stroud, Gloucester, Dyer. May 10. 
Comp. Reg May 14. 

Wilson, Thos Saml, Gosberton, Lincoln, Machine Owner. April 17. 


Asst. Reg May 11. 

Woodhall. Jas, Preston, Lancaster, Glass and Lamp Dealer. April 15. 
Asst. Reg May 13. 

Wyatt, Ebenezer, Camberwell-rd, Furniture Dealer. May 11. Comp. 
Reg Mayl4. 

Bankrupts. 
Farpay, May 10, 1867, 
To Surrender in London. 

Baynes, Geo, St Laurence, Essex, no business. Pet May 4. May 30 
at 2, Freeman, Maldon. 

Brunswick, Natant, & Myrthil Brunswick, Newman-st, Oxford-st, 
Cabinet Manufacturers. Pet May 3. May 30 at 1. Braham, Fur- 
nival’s-inn. 

Burls, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 6 (for pau). May 27 
at.2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Day, Saml, Lower-pk-rd, Peckham, Commercial Clerk. Pet May 6. 
May 27 at 1. Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Dennis, Bosom, Edgefield, Norfolk, Farmer. Pet May 6. May 30 at 
2. Emerson, Norwich. 

Dore, Richd, College-st, Chelsea, Barman, Pet May 7. June 5 at 1. 
Thomas, Fulham, 

Elliott, Jacob, Hounslow, Builder. Pet May2. May 29 at 12. Dobie, 
Basinghall-st. 

Muir, Wm, Claverton-st, Pimlico, Engineer. Pet April9. May 29 at 

__ Ul. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Flavell, Wm, Parker-st, Drury-lane, Timber Bender. Pet May 7. 
June 5 at 12. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Fogg, Edwin Joseph Edmiston, East-st, Old Kent-rd, Lithographic 
Draftsman. Pet May8. May 29at12. Sherwood, Bell-yd, Doctors’- 
commons. 

Gilson, Thos John, High-st, Hounslow, Ironmonger. Pet May 3. May 
29 at 2. Mount, Sise-lane. . 

Green, John, Brackley, Northampton, Bootmaker. Pet May 6. May 
27 atl. Hanslip, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Hatfield, Hy Wm, Walworth-rd, Tailor. Pet May 7. May 27 at 2. 
Worthington & Plunkett, Milk-st. 

Ingram, Alfred, Canterbury-rd, Notting-hill, Butcher. Pet May 6. 
June 5at12. Hicks, Coleman-st. . 

Jarvis, Jas, Arthur-ter, Dalston, Builder, Pet May 2. May 29 at 12. 
Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Johnson, Robt Burton, Acacia-rd, Tottenham, Cierk, Pet May 4. 
May 30 at 1. Wheatly, Symond’s-inn, Chancery-lane. 

Farmer, Alfd Wm, Fenham-rd, Peckham, no occupation. Pet May 6. 
May 30at2. Spicer, Staple-inn. 

Metz, Lion, Chiswell-st, Finsbury,Tobacconist. Pet May 8. May 29 
ati. Solomon, Finsbury-pl. 

March, Hy. Somerset-ter, Walmer-rd, Notting Hill, Grocer. Pet May 
7. June5at 1, Scott, Basinghall-st. 


Neale. Jonathan, Raven-row, Whitechapel-rd, Journeyman Tailor. © 


Fos Mey 7. May 29 atil. Pittman, Guildball-chambers, Basing- 

all-st. 

Notley, Saml, Aphper<ites, Richmond, Accountant. Pet May 4. 
May 29 at 2. Harrison, Walbrook. 

Osborn, Wm Hy, Culford-rd, De Beauvoir Town, Meat Salesman. Pet 
May 6. May 30at2. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 

Pictet, Fras, Blenheim-crescent, Notting-hill, Coal Merchant. Pet May 
8. May 27 at2. Payne, Bedford-row. 

Riches, Richd Robt, Norwich, Corn Merchant. Pet May 7. May 29 at 
11, Coaks, Norwich. 

Robinson, David, Framstead, Herts, Straw Plait Dealer. Pet May 6. 
June 5 ati2. King, Fenchurch-st. 

Robson, Geo, Creed’s-cottage, Peckham-rye, Clerk. Pet May 8. May 
29 at 1. Hall, Coleman-st. 

Sayer, Geo John, New Brompton, Kent, Brewer. Pet May 4. May 30 
atl, Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 

Steel, Jas Wm, Adderbury, East, Oxford, Inkeeper. Pet May8. June 
5atl. Goldring, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Siely, John Wright, Richmond-place, Seven Sisters’-rd, Commercial 
Traveller, Pet May 4. May 29 at 2, Dubois & Maynard, Church- 
passage, Gresham-st. é 

Thompson, Saml, Lambeth-walk, Oilman. Pet May 8. May 29 at 12. 
Snel!, George-st, Mansion House. 

Tibbs, John, Godstone, Surrey, Beer Retailer. Pet May 4. May 29 at 
2. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Tow, Geo Wm John, Munster-st, Regent’s-park, Boot and Shoe Sales- 
man. Pet May6. May 30at2. Jones, New-inn, Strand. 

Twisaday, John, Lewes, Sussex, Clerk in Holy Orders. Pet May 6. 
May 27at1. Lawrance & Ce, Old Jewry-chambers. 

W er, Jas Wm, Baron-st, Pentonville, Farrier, Pet May 7. May 
28 atl. Popham, Basinghall-st. 

Woolley, John, Warehorn, nr Ashford, Kent,Grocer. Pet May 6. June 
5 at 12. ison, Basinghall-st. 

Yarrow, Edwd Fras, Goldsmith’s-row, Hackney-rd, House Decorator. 
Pet May 4. May 30 at2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Allen, John, Maidwell, Northampton, Bootmaker. Pet May 7. Nor- 

thampton, May 25 at 10. Becke, Northampton. 
, Wm, Edlington, Lincoln, Clerk. Pet May 4. Leeds, May 22 
a$12, Clitheroe, Horncastle. 
th, Geo, Rancorn, Chester, Butcher. Pet April 30. Runcorn, May 
17 at1l. Wood, Rancorn. 

Brown, Thos, Nottingham, Greengrocer. Adj Aprill6. Nottingham, 
Jane 5atil. Cowley & Everall, Nottingham, 

Butler, Wm, jun, Nottingham, Greengrocer. Pet May 7. Nottingham, 
June 5 at it. Cowley & Everall, ag mom 

Chapman, Joseph, Neath, Glamorgan, Confectioner. Pet May 7. 
Neath, May 23at11. Kempthorne, Neath, 

Churchman, y= Norton, Market , Lincoln, Tailor. Pet 

May 7. Birm, May 28at 11. Ashwell, Nottingham. 





Dangerfield, Edwd, Cheltenham, Waggon Builder. Adj April 3, Bristol, 
May 24at ll. Abbots & Leonard, Bristol. : 

Davies, Baril. Prisoner fer Debt, Lancaster. Adj April 17. Manch, 
May 2! at 11. 

Davies, Stephen, Llanfihangel Croyddin, Cardigan, Grocer. Pet May 
7. Aberyswith, May 22 at9,. Atweod, Aberyswith. 


Davies, John, Briton Ferrv, Glamorgan, Sadler. Pet May6. Neath, 
May 21 atll. Morris, Swansea. 
Derbyshire, Thos, Toxteth-park, Lpool, Contractor. Pet May 4, 


Lpool, May 22 at 3. Barker, Lpool. 

Gordon, Edwd, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Butcher. Pet May 8. Birm, 
May 24 at 12, Ward, Wolverhampton. 

Green, Edwd, Oldbury, Worcester, Retail Brewer. Pet May 1. Old. 
bury; May 13 at 11. Pope, West Smethwick. F 

Guest, Cornelius, Red-hail, Gornal-wood, Stafford, Miner. Pet May 
6. Dudley, May 23 at 12. Stokes, Dudley. ' 

Heartwell, Moses, Thornley-brook, Lees, nr Manch, Bleacher. Pet 
May 7. Manch, May 28at12. Standring, Rochdale. 

Hedley, Wm, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Contractor. Pet May 8. Aber. 

, May 23 at 12, Rosser, Aberdare. i 

Hill, Ann, Brierly-hill, Stafford, Milliner. Pet May 7. Stourbridge, 
May 27 at 10. Maltby, Stourbridge, i 

Howitt, Thos, Nottingham, Printer. Pet May 8. Nottingham, June 
5atil. Belk, Nottingham. : 

lliffe, Hy Jeremiah, & Thos Sutton Wakeman, Prisoners for Debt, 
Warwick, Pét May 7. Birm, May 22 at 12. Reece & Harris, 
Birm. 

Jeffrey, Aaron, Harlow-hill, nr Harrogate, York, Blacksmith. Pet May 
3. Knaresborough, May 22 at 1. Hindle, Ripon. 

Jenkins, John, Tredegar, Monmouth, Builder. Pet May 6. Tredegar, 
May 28 at1. Harris, ‘Tredegar. : 

Linton, John Pedson, Whitby, York, Gent. Pet May 6. Whitby, May 
21 at11. Hunter, Whitby. , 

Lovatt, John Hammond, Birm, Chemist. Pet May 8. Birm, May 22 
at 12, Parry, Birm. 

Makinson, Wm, Stretford, Lancaster, Warehouseman. Pet May 8, 
Salford, May 25 at 9.30. Stringer, Manch. 

McCormick, Mary, Prisoner for Debt, Walton, Adj April 16, Lpool, 
May 23 at 11. 

Morgan, Hy, Birm, out of business. Pet May 6. Birm, May 31 at 10, 
Balder, jun, Birm. 

O’Neill, John, Stourbridge, Worcester, Grocer. Pet May 7. Stour- 
bridge, May 27 at 10. Addison, Brierley-hill, ' 

Page, Sarah, Nottingham, out of business. Pet May7. Nottingham, 
June 5 at 11. Cowley & Everall, Nottingham. 

Palmer, Fras, Talymain, Monmouth, Nail Manufacturer, Pet May 7. 
Pontypool, May 27 at 11. Edwards, Pontypool. 

Proctor, John, Lpool. Pet May 7. Lpool, May 23 at 3. Worship, 

1 


Lpool. 
Retekin, Thos, Swansea, Glamorgan, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet May 8. 
Bristol, May 22 at li. Benson, Bristol. 


Robinson, Isaac, Shap, Westmorland, Grocer. Pet May 6, New- 
castle.upon-Tyne, May 22 at 12. Ingledew & Daggett, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. 

Salter, Cornelius, Newport, Isle of Wight, Mason. Pet May 3. New- 
port, May 22 at 11. Hooper, Newport. 

Shackleford, Wm Copley, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Railway Carriage 
Builder. Adj April 3. Bristol, May 24at 11. Abbot & Leonard, 
Bristol. 

Shaw, Wright, Dukinfield, Chester, Lahourer. Pet May 7. Ashton- 
under-Lyne, May 23 at 12. Reddish, Mottram. 

Stortz, Phillip Christian, Manch, Photographer, Pet May 6. Manch, 
May 28 at 9.30. Fox, Manch. 

Swire, John, Haslingden, Lancaster, Joiner, Pet May 8. Manch, 
May 24at 11. Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 

Thrall, Hannah, Lincoln, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 6. Lincoln, 
May 25 at11. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Trenholme, Thos, Robt Brook, Geo Stansfield, & Wm Davies, om 
field, York, Builders. Pet May 8. Leeds, May23at 11. Eastw 
Todmorden. 

Tudball, Sarah, Bristol, Beer Seller. Pet May 7. Bristol, May 3lat 12 
Pigeon. : 

Turner, John, Cheetham-hill, Lancaster, Builder. PetMay7. Manch, 
May 24 at ll. Grundy & Coulson, Manch. 

White, Augustus, Glastonbury, out of business. Pet May 4. Wells, 
May 18 atll. Hobbs & seal. 

Wilks, Edwd, Aberford, York, Farmer. Pet May 8. Leeds, May 27 ab 
11, Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Withers, Wm Walter, Owslebury, Southampton, General Dealer. Pet 
May 7, Winchester, May 31 at il. Mackey, Southampton, 


TuespaY, May 14, 1867. 
To Surrender in London, 

Aitchison, Ellen, Princes-st, Fitzroy-sq, out of business. Pet May 11. 
June 3atil. Orchard, John-st, Bedford-row. : 

Barrett, Edwd Thos, Banbury, Oxford, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 
8. May 28 at 12. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook, 

Brown, Sarah, Strand, Bookseller. Pet May 9, May 29at 1. Scott, 
Basinghall-st. 

Chandler, David, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet May 11 (for pau). 
May 29 at 2. Goatly, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Chapman, Chas Saml, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 8 (for pau). 
June 5at2. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, 

Dix, Richd Thos, White Lion-st, Clerkenwell, Tin Plate Worker. Pet 
May 8. May 28at1ll. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn, 

Heppel, Thos Leaman, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet May 9 (for 
pau). June4datil. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Hands, Hy Michael, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet May 10 (for pau). 
June 4at!2, Webster, Basinghall-st. 

Johnson, Alfa, Old Kent-rd, Warehouseman. Pet May 10, May 29 
at2, Binns & Hicklen, Sepotty 99. Borough. 

Jones, John, New Windsor, Berks, Manager toa Draper. Pet May 6. 
May 28 at2, Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Jones, Geo Longfield, Sidney-st, Mile End-rd, out of business. Pet 
May 9. May 29 a1. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st- 

Kaparia, Jamshedjee Pallonjee, Gt St Helen’s, Merchant. Pet May 
7, JuneSati. Philbrick, Basinghall-st. 
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Levy, Lewis, St Alban’s-pl, Edgware-rd, Dealer in Glass. Pet May 8. 
Jone4atll. Jacobs & Co, Budge-row. 

De Lousada, Ernest Wolseley, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 
8 (for pau). June 5 at 2. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers, Basing- 

lest. 

Fh on Geo, Southampton, Ship Owner. Pet May Ii. June 3 at 11. 
Stocken & Jupp. Leadenhall-st. 

Nicholson, Isaiah Birt, Coal Exchange, Coal Merchant. Pet May 4. 
May 29at 12. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Philpott, John, West Smithfield, Assistant to a Cheesemonger. Pet 
May 9. May 29at1. Hicks, Coleman st. s 

Pither, Thos, Hanover-court, Long-acre, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
May 8. May 30at 12. Kelly & Co, New-inn, Strand. 

Robinson, Chas, Trowley-bottom, Flamstead, Herts, Straw Hat Manu- 
factarer. Pet May !0. May 29at2. King, Fenchurch-st. 

Stormont, Hy Joseph, Cheshunt, Hertford, Surgeon. Pet May 1. 
June4dat 1. Barber, Ironmonger-lane. ‘ 

Sutton, Wm, Oakley-crescent, Chelsea, out of business. Pet May 9. 
June5at 2, Steadman, Mason’s-avenue. 

Wilson, Chas, Leman-st, Whitechapel, bar Keeper. Pet 
May 11. May 29at2. Morris & Co, Moorgate-st Chambers. 

Wilson, Wm Bowdler, Wye-villas, Philip-lane, Tottenham, Clerk. Pet 
May 10. June 5at2. Worthington & Plunket, Milk-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Ablott, Richd, Dresden, Stafford, China Painter. Pet May 7. Stoke- 
upon-Trent, May 25atll. Alderley, Longton. 

Atkinson, Robt, Sunderland, Durham, Printer. Pet May7. Sunder- 
land, May 28 at 12. Haswell, Sunderland, 

Aubury, Jas, Bracknell, Berks, Boot Maker. 
May %at 1. Phillips, Windsor. } 

Barnett, John, H.M. Ship Achilles, Devonport, Assistant Engineer. 
Pet April 30 (for pau). Exeter, May 25 at 11. Floud, Exeter. 

Beavan, Jane, West Town, Hereford, Widow. Pet May 8. Leominster, 
May 27 at 10.20. Gregg. Leominster. 

Beck, John, Andover, Southampton, Plumber. Pet May 8. Andover, 
May 29 at 2. Loscombe, Andover. : . 

Beeston, soe, Birm, Police Constable. Adj April20. Birm, May 
M at 1 


at 10, 
Bickerton, Enoch, Longton, Stafford. Shoe Maker. Pet May 9. Birm, 
May 29at12. James & Griffin, Birm. : 
Bi «Thos Saml, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj April 16. 
lay 28 at 3. 
Bold. Thos Lonsdale, Manch, Iron Agent. Pet May 10. Manch, May 
24at12. Reddish, Manch. ; 
Boysen, Fredk, Sunderland, Durham, Ship Chandler. Pet May 10. 
Sunderland, June 4 at 12. Eglinton, Sunderland. 
Cavell, John, Mareham-le-Fen, Lincoln, Grocer. Pet May 8. Horn- 
castle, May 27 at 11. Brackenbury, Alford. 
Chatwin, Reuben, Carter’s-green, nr Westbromwich, Stafford, out of 
busisess. Pet May 10. Birm, May 31 at 10, East, Birm. 


Clapham, Geo, York, Roper Maker. Pet May 3. York, June 3 at 11. 
Grayston, York. 
Coopey, Wm, Powick, Worcester, Drover. Pet May 10. Worcester, 
May 28 at 11. Wilson, Worcester. 
Cope, Joseph, Darley, Derby, Slaughterman. Pet May 8. Cheadle, 
May 17at 12. Bagshaw, Uttoxeter. 
Davies, Frances, Lpool, Smallware Dealer. Pet May 10. Lpool, May 
29 at3. Wiliams, Lpool. 
Davies, Wm, Lluesty, Merioneth,Tinman, Pet May 3. Dolgelly, May 
18 at!2. Williams, Dolgelly. 
Day, Joseph, Luton, Bedford, Straw Plait Dealer. Pet May 10. Luton, 
May 25at 10. Bailey, Luton. 
Domney, Jas Timothy, Birm, Journeyman Metal Smith. Pet May 9, 
Birm, May 31 at 10. Green, Birm, 
Elton, Thos, Birm, out of business. Pet May 10, Birm, May 31 at 10, 
Hemwmant, Birm. 
Evans, Edwd, Lianidloes, Montgomery, out of business. Pet May 8. 
Llanidioes, May 23 at 12. Jenkins, Lianidloes. 
Freestone, Robt Watts, Sheffield, Commercial Traveller. Pet May 10, 
Sheffield, May 25 at 1. Roberts, Sheffield. 
Fryer, John, Prisoner for Debt, Kingston-upon-Hull. Adj April 17. 
Kingston-upon- Hull, May 25 at 11. 
Griffiths, Wm, Berriew, Montgomery, Cattle Dealer. Pet May 10. 
Welchpool, May 27 at 11. Jones, Welchpool. 
Hallam, Robt, East Ardsley, York, Contractor. Pet May 7. Wakefield, 
May 25at 11. Sugg, Sheffield. 
Harris, Geo, Gillingham, Kent, out of business. Pet May 8. Sitting- 
bourne, May 25 at 10. Hayward, Rochester. 
Hathaway, Jas Geo, Birm, out of business. Pet May 10. 
31 at 10. Rowlands, Birm. 

Hay, Thos, Bishop Wearmouth, Durham, House Builder. Pet May 7. 
Sunderland, May 28 at 2. Bell, Sunderland. 
lies, Geo, Gl . Innkeeper. Pet May 10. 

at 12, Cooke, Gloucester, 
» John, sen, Gt Youlden, Devon, Farmer. 
hampton, May 22 at 10. Fulford, Northlawton. 
Jeavons, Thos, Casely, Stafford, out of business. Pet May 10. Birm, 
May 24 at 12. Duke, Birm. 
Jones. Wm, Overton, Fiint, Inkeeper, Pet May 9. Wrexham, May 28 
atll., Jones, Wrexham. 
leslie, Hy Temple, Leicester, Professor of Music, Pet May 7. Leices- 
ter, May 25 at 10. Wilson, Leicester. 
Marris, Albert, Lincoln, Painter. Pet May 10, Lincoln, May 27 at 1). 
Rex, Lincoln. 
tks, Wm, Higher Trewint, Cornwall, Farmer. 
worthy, May 27 at 11, Bray, Holsworthy. 
Morris, Wm, Sedgmoor-common, Hereford, Grocer. Pet May9. Leo- 
minster, May 27 at 10.30. Garrold & Meadows, Hereford. 
Morgan, Davi »& Jenkin Jenkins, Lpool, Drapers. Pet May 3, Lpool, 
May 27 at 11. Evans & Co, Lpool. 
Macey, John, Salford, Lancaster, Carver. Pet May 10. Manch, 
Rewesa, Win Balloo ee anol. 
» Wm Bullock, Derby, Silkman. Pet May 10. Birm, May 28 at 
; i. Gamble & Leech, Dash. 2 — 
mer, Philip, jun, Norwich, Dealer in Drapery Goods. Pet May 11. 
Norwich, May 27 at11, Sadd, Norwich. otal = 





Pet May 9. Windsor, 


Lpool, 


Birm, May 





Gloucester, May 30 
Pet May 1!. Oke- 


Pet May 10. Hols- 


Paley, Roger John, Knaresborough, York, Grocer’s Assistant, Pet May 
9. Knaresborough, May 29 at 10. Harle, Leeds. 

Patching, Wm, Faversham, Kent, Baker. Pet May 9. Faversham, 
May 18 at 11. Giraud, Faversham. . 

Payne, Richd, Lpool, Messenger. Pet May 10. Lpeol, May 27 at 3. 
Henry, Lpool. 

Perry, Joseph, Osgathorpe, Leicester, Farrier. Pet April 30. Ashby- 
de-la-Zouch, May 17 at 11. Deane, Lougborough. 

Perry, John Rodger, jun, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Charter Master. 
Pet May 7. Wolverhampton, May 20 at 12. Bartlett, Wolverhamp- 


ton. 

Peter, John, Hanley, Stafford, Colliery Proprietor. Pet May 10. Birm, 
May 29 at 12. Smith, Birm. 

Ponsford, Geo, Combe Down, Semerset, Baker. Pet May ll. Bath, 
May 27 at1ll. Bartrum, Bath. 

Ramsdale, John, Leigh, Lancaster, Provision Dealer. Pet May 11 
Leigh, May 29 at1. Ramwell, Bolton. 

Roberts, Griffith, Carnarvon, Draper. Pet May 10. Lpool, May 27 at 
12, Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Robinson, Geo, Darlaston, Stafford, Screw Bolt Manufacturer. Pet 
May 9. Birm, May 24 at 12. Brevitt, Darlaston. 

Salem, Hanna, Manch, Merchant, Pet May 11. Manch, May 28 at 11, 
Boote & Rylance, Manch, 

Shepherd, Joseph, Rochdale, Lancaster, Publican. PetMay7. Roch- 
dale, May 25 at 11. Lawton, Rochda’e. 

Sims, Jehn, Evercreech, Innkeeper. Pet May 10. Wells, May 25 at 
ll, Hobbs & Seal. 

Sisley, Jas Barton, Margate, Kent, Artist. Pet May 11. Margate, 
May 25 at 12. Bowling, Ramsgate. 

Smith, Fredk, Nottingham, Fruiterer, Pet May 10. Nottingham 
June dat ll. Belk, Nottingham. 

Southall, John, Kington, Hereford, Journeyman Grocer. Pet May 8. 
Kington, June 4 at 10. Simpson, Kington. 

Stentiford. John, St Mary Church, Devon, Labourer. Pet May 3 (for 
pau) Exeter, May 25at1!. Floud, Exeter. 

Teasdale, Jas, Waslington, Durham, Coal Miner. Pet April 10. Gates- 
head, May 24at1!. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Thomas, Richd, Baglan Briton Ferry, Glamorgan, Colliery Agent. 
Pet May 9. Bristol, May 24at1!. Brittan & Sons, Bristol- 

Thomas, Saml, Baglan Briton Ferry, Glamorgan, Dock Master. Pet 
May 9. Bristol, May 24at 11. Randall, Neath. 

Wallis, Wm, Birm, Bootmaker. Pet May 11, Birm, May 31 at 10. 
Fallows, Birm. 

Webb, Wm Hy, Cheltenham, Grocer. Pet May 1. Bristol, May 24 at 
ll. Press & Co, Bristol. ; 

Welsh, John, Lanlivery, Cornwall, Miner. Pet May 8. Bodmin, June 
latl0. Wallis, min. 

Wood, John, Roker, nr Sunderland, Durham, Cabman. Pet May 10. 
Sunderland, June 4 at 12. Eglinton, Sunderland, 

Woram, John Sweetland, Colyton, Devon, Saddler. Pet May 8. Ax- 
minster, May 22 at 10. Dommett & Canning, Chard. 

Wright, Wm. Warrington, Lancaster, Bootmaker. Pet May 11. War- 
rington, June 13 at 1. Moore, Warrington, 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Fripay, May 10, 1867. 
ey Dominick, Elm-grove, Hammersmith, Omnibus Driver . 
ay 8. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
s for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 
‘ Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
orm :— 
PxorosaL For Loan on Morteaces. 
Date...... 
Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 
Amount required £ 
Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certain, ar by 
annual or other payments) 
Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land er build- 
ngs, state the net annual income) 
State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 
By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread. King's, 
Sa @ SH 4 B88 B28 € 
110 Oandi 8 0 28 0 
1 0 Oand! 0 0 115 0 
110 Oandl 18 0 





Table Forks, per doz...... 
Dessert ditto .....sseeeee 
Table Spoons .......esee8 
Dessert ditto .....esee002 1 0 OQandl 10 0 
Tea Spoons ...e...+..00-. O12 QandO 1s 0 6 i 
Every Article for the Table asin Silver, A Sample Tea Spoon for- 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 


pais & COMPANY'S TEAS ARE BEST 
AND CHEAPEST. STRONG to FINE BLACK TEA, Is. 64., 
@s., 2s. 6d., 3s,, 38. 4d, Most Delicious Black Tea is now only 3s. 6d. per 
yo Pure, Rich, Rare, Choice Coffee, Is, 4d., Is. 6d., Is.84, PHILLIPS 
CO., Tra Merncuanrs, 8, King William-street, City, London, B.C, 

A price current free. Sugars at market prices. 

PHILLIPS & CO. send all goods Carriage Freo within eight miles of 
No, 8, King William-street ; 40s. worth Free to any Railway 


wo 





Station or Market Town in England, Phillips & Co. have no agents, not 
any connexion with any house in Worcester or Swansea, 
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AUSTIN ON JURISPRUDENCE. 


Now ready, 3 vols. 8vo, 39s. 
HE PROVINCE OF JURISPRUDENCE-DE- 
TERMINED: a Series of Lectures on Jurisprudence; or, the 
pene a of Positive Law. By the late JOHN AUSTIN, Barrister- 


w. 

“* These lectures possess a degree of value, and deserve a position in 
English literature, which it is difficult to rate too highly. With the single 
exception of Jeremy Bentham, the late Mr. Austin was the only English- 
mar. of any considerable ability who ever made the study of jurisprudence 
proper the ebject of his life.”"—Saturday Review. 


Also, lately published, i 
NCIENT LAW: its Connection with the Early 
History of Society, and its Relation to Modern Ideas. By H. SUM- 
— — Member of the Supreme Council of India. 3rd Edition. 
, 12s, 

“* A text-book for all English students of jurisprudence. It presents 
elementary ideas in a distinct shape ; it shows how endless are the ramifi- 
cations of the history of jurisprudence which can be followed by learned 
ingenuity : it handles law in a large and free spirit ; it clears up points as 
to which an obscurity prevails, and it is written with singular clearness 
and a most remarkable command of metaphorical language.”—Saturday 


_— 
. 


It, 
J STUDENT’S BLACKSTONE. An Abridg- 
ment of the Commentaries of Sir W. Blackstone, adapted to the 
Present State of the Law. By R. MALCOLM KERR, LL.D., Barrister-at- 
Law. 3rd Edition. Post 8vo. 7s. 6d. 

“ The present edition, which has been rewritten, is an abridgment of 
the entire Commentaries, and constitutes in itself a Popular Manual of the 
whole Law of England. Whether as a text bowk for the higher classes in 
schoo!s and colleges, or for the professional student desirous of obtaining 
a sound, safe, and concise introduction to the study of law, the present 
abridgment will prove invaluable. As such, we predict for it an extensive 
popularity.” —Zducational Times. 

Joun Mcggay, Albemarle-street. 





5 ee ~ LEY HIPOTECARIA OF SPAIN; or, Law 
om the Inscription of Titles to Immoveable Property; Deeds 
and Preventive Annotations affecting the same; Decrees respecting 
Legal Incapacity, Absent Parties, etc., and also Provisions for giving 
effect in Spain to Deeds executed in Foreign Countries and to the Judg- 
ments of Foreign Courts. By WILLIAM GRAIN, Notary Public, 
London. To which are added Translated Fxtracts from the works 
referred to in the Text, and a Glossary of Spanish Terms therein used. 
H, Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane. 


TROWER’S CHURCH BUILDING LAWS. 
Just published, post 8vo., 83 , cloth, 

‘HE LAW of the BUILDING of CHURCHES, 

PARSONAGES, AND SCHOOLS, and of the Division of Parishes 

and Places. By CHARLES FRANCIS TROWER, M.A., of the Inner 

Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, late Secretary of Presentations to Lord 
Chancellor Westbury. 

London : Burreswortas, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. 











Just published, price 10s. 6d., cloth, : 
OLT’S RULE OF THE ROAD.—Admiralty 
Court Cases on the Rule of the Road, as laid down by the 
Articles and Regulations now in force under Order in Council for pre- 
venting Collisions at Sea. By WILLIAM HOLT, B.A.,of the Inner 
Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
Wa. Maxwett & Son, 29, Fieet-street. 





Just published, price £1 16s., cloth. | ee 
EWIN’S LAW OF TRUSIS. Fifth Edition. 
A Practical Treatise on the Law of Trusts. By Txos, Lewin, 
Esq., of Lincoln’s- inn, Barrister. at-Law. 
Wa. Maxwewut & Sons, 29, Fleet-street. 





This day is published, price 20s., cloth, : 
ARLIAMENTARY COSTS.—Private Bills. Elec- 
tion Petitions. Appeals, House of Lords. By EDWARD 
WEBSTER, Esq., of the Taxing Office, House of Commons, and of 
the Examiners’ Office, House of Lords and House of Commons. 
ition. 
London: Stevens & Sons, 26, Bell-yard, Lincoln’s-inn. 





Just published, price 10s. 6d. 
SUCCINCT TREATISE ON THE COPYHOLD 
ACTS. The practical working and effect thereof, and the mode 
of procedure under the same for effecting enfranchisement. By JAMES 
CUDDON, of the Middie Temple, Barrister-at- Law. 
London: Srevens & Sons, Bell-yard., 
A TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, Esq,, of 


Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, 





In one volame, crown 8vo., price 3s. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 
No. 119, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 

|S y~tneel GREEN (many years with the late George 
Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 

the Legal Profession to ‘he advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of twenty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and 
hereby solicits their continued ——— One copy of advertisement 


care assured. 


ARTRIDGE & COOPER (late PARTRIDGE &: 
Z 


COZENS), 

WHOLESALE STATIONERS, AND DEALERS IN PARCHMENT, 

192, Fleet-street, corner of Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s, 

PAPERS, 

Daart Paper, 63.,7s., 78. 9d., and 9s. 9d. per ream. 
Brier Paper, 14s. 6d., 17s. 6d, and 21s. 6d., do. 
Footscap Paper, 11s. 6d., 14s. 6d., 18s. 6d., and 23s. 6d., do. 
CreaM-LalID Note Papen, 3s., 4s., 5s. 6d., and 7s., do, 
Buiv=-*,41D Norg Papen, 3s. 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d., do. 
Extra Larce Cream Lap Nore Paper, 4s. 6d., 6s., and 7s. 6d., do. 
Exrga Lance Bive Nore Parse, 3s., 4s., 5s,, 6s,, and 7s., do. 
Srraw Nore, 2s. 6d.; Sraaw Drart, 5s.; Straw Foouscap, 7s. 6d., do. 
RuLgp FootscaP For Biv1 oF Costs, 16s, 6d., do. 


ENVELOPES. 

CREAM-LAID ENVELOPES, 4s. 6d., 5s. 6d., 63. 6d., and 8s, 6d. per 1000, 
Bivug-Laip Enveworgs, 4s. 6d., 6s. fd., 78, 6d., and 9s., do. 

CHeap Burr Cotoor Envecorss (for Circonars, &c ), 3s., do. 
FoorscaP OrriciaL ENvELopes, Is. 9d. per 100, or 15s. 6d., do. 


PARCHMENT (best Quality). 
INDENTURES, printed and ruled, ls, 9d. each, or 20s, per dozen, 
Foi owes, ruled .....0+eee00 18. 6d. do., or 17s. do. 
Memosiats, do. 6d, do., or 5s. 6d do, 


ee eeeeeneeee 


BOOKS. 
A List of Books kept in Stock for the use of the Profession. 
LEDGER. Note Book. Bitt Book, Fes Boox. 
Cash Book. Perry Cas Boox. Letrer Book. Precepent Book. 


Minote Book. Private Lepcsr. RentBoox. Lerrer Copyine Boor 


PATENT LETTER COPYING PRESSES. 
Superior Screw (Quarto Size) Press ......ee-sesccscce~eeseeekl 12 6 
Best Quality Screw (Quarto Size), Extra finished. coe 2 
Foolscap Folio, Extra finished .........seeeeeesses «+ 315 0 
Polished Mahogany Stand with a (Quarto Size), 30s. ; Foolscap size 
0., 42s. 

An Illustrated priced Catalogue of Inkstands, Stationery Cabinets in Oak 
and Walnut, Letter Copying Presses and Stands for do., Postage Scales, 
Despatch Boxes, Travelling Writing Cases, and other useful articles 
adapted for Office or Library, free by post. 

ESTABLISHED 1841. 


TARRAGONES. 
BOTTLES AND CASES INCLUDED. 
Post Orders on Vere Street. 
CHARLES WARD AND SON 
WINE MERCHANTS, 
MAYFAIR, W., LONDON, 


TARRAGONES. per doz. 188 


18s. per doz. 
Bh Saha AND ALEXANDER 
PRINTERS, 


7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 
Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 
Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. 


ILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
FOR CASH, 4s. 6d. PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trade. 
PRIcE 1F put TO ACCOUNT, 
10 Copies. 20 Copies, 30 Copies, 
8 pages,........£2 28. 08. £2 38. 6d. £2 4s. 6d. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality:— 
Iron Fenders, $s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 28, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 88. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s, 6d. Tea-trayt 
ls, 6d, set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. *he set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s,6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years. 
Ivory ‘lable Knives, 14s., 168., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s, and 10s, All wat 
ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, puts 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, a0 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmoa» 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plaia 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has bee 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


per rail. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 
’ Opposite Somerset House, 











18s, per dcz, per doz. 18 








50 Copies. 
£2 6s. 6d. 
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LERICAL, MEDICAL, AND GENERAL LIFE 
C ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


Report presented wea Mesting betd on the Srd 

resented at a Meeting held on the 3rd January last, for 

faedaration of the Eighth Bonus, showed, 
1,—As to the progress of the Society. 

that during the quinquennial period which terminated on the 30th June 

1866, 

New Assurances for a total sum of £1,518,181, and yielding £50,497 in 
Annnal Premiums, has been effected, of which sums the former exceeded 
by £31,811. and the latter by £2,392, the corresponding items of any pre- 
vious ; that 


The Income had increased from £195,400 to £215,327 per annum; 
and that 

The Assurance Fund, after payment of £85,303 on account of Bonus at 
the last Division, had risen from £1,422,191 to £1,619,539, 


2.—As to the financial position of the Society. 


That the Assets on the 30th June, 1866, were...£1,619,539 14 8 
‘And the Liabilities on the same date ..............+ 1,343,708 19 2 


Leaving a surplus of ...... scecsessescscssssessenee £279,830 15 6 


and that, after setting aside £50,000 as a special reserve fund, 

The Available Profit was £225,830 15s, 6d., of which sum £225,000 was 

recommended for division. 

3.—As to the Results of the Division. 
That the portion of this sum of £225,000—viz., five-sixths, or £187,500 — 
which fell to the Assured, would yield a 

Re addition to the Policies of £272,682, averaging 45 per 
Cent, or varying, with the different ages, from 32 to 85 per Cent. on the 

ums paid since the last division ; and that the . 

Cash Bonus, which is the exact equivalent of such reversionary Bonus, 
would average 26 per Cent. of the like premiums, 

The Report explained at length the nature of the Investments and the 
bases of the calculations, the results of which, as above shown, are emi- 
nently favourable. 

The next Division of Profits will take place in January, 1872, and Per- 
sons who effect New Policies before the end of June next will be en- 
titled at that division to one year’s additional share of Profits over later 


Assurers. 

Prospectuses, Forms of Proposal, the Report above mentioned, and a 
detailed account of the proceedings of the Bonus meeting, can be obtained 
from any of the Society’s Agents ; or of 

GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Actuary and Secretary, 
13, St. James’s-square, London, S.W. 
COMMISSION. 

10 per Cent. on the First Premium, and 5 per Cent. on Renewals, is 
allowed to Solicitors. The Commission wili be continued to the person 
introducing the Assurance, without reference to the channel through 
which the Premiums may be paid, 








Le AND LANCASHIRE FIRE AND 
LIFE INSURANCE COMPANIES. 
Fire Capital £1,000,000.—Life Capital £100,000. 
Corner of Leadenkall-street, E.C. 
FIRE and LIFE Insurances on favourable terms. 
W. P. CLIREHUGH, General Manager. 





Just published, price 7s. 6d. 


ABLES showing the Experience of the Lives 
assured among the Industrial Population in the PRUDE NTIAL 
ASSURANCE COMPANY, comprising 16,000 Deaths from all causes, 
properly classified, 
Can be obtained at 62, Ludgate-hill, London, E.C. 


BIBNTAL BANK CORPORATION. 
21,500,000? the by roa pri _ August, 1951, Paid-up Capital 


COURT OF DIRECTORS. 
Cuaraman—HARRY GEORGE GORDON, Esq. 
Deputr-CuainmaN—WILLIAM SCOTT BINNEY, Esq. 





James Blyth, Esq. Lestock Robert Reid, Esq. 
Duncan James Kay, Esq. Patrick F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
Alexander Mackenzie, Esq. James Walker, Esq. 

Charles J, F. Stuart, Esq., Chief Manager. 


BANKERS, 
The Bank of England; The Union Bank of London. 

The Corporation grant drafts and negotiate or collect bills payable at 
Bombay, Calcutta, Madras, Pondicherry, Ceylon, Hong Kong, Shanghai, 
Yokohama, Singapore, Mauritius, Melbourne, and Sydney, on terms 
which may be ascertained at their office. They also issue circular notes 
or the use of travellers by the Overland Route. 

They undertake the agency of parties connected with India, the pur- 
chase and sale of Indian securities, the safe custody of Indian Government 
Paper, the receipt of interest, dividends, pay, pensions, &c., and the 
effecting of remittances between the above-named dependencies, 

They also receive deposits of £100 and upwards, repayable at ten days’ 
Rotice, and also for longer periods, the terms for which may be ascers 
tained on application at their office. 

Office hours, 10 to 3; Saturdays, 10 to 2, 

Threadneedleestreet, London 1867, 


MESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
MAY LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES, including landed 
estates, town and country residences, hunting and shooting quarters, 
Sas, ground-rents, rent-charges, house property, and ——— ew 
bs by pel tren eae © charge, at ther fics, 80, Cheapside, B.C., 
must be received by the 28th May at latest. nde la 








Pas AGRA BANK (LIMITED), 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
BANKERS, 

Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 
Baancues in Edinburgh, Caleutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Conrent Accounts are kept at the Head Office en the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 

At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
At4 ditto ditto 6 ditto ditto. 
At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto. 

Exceprionat Rares for longer periods than twelve months, particulars 
of which may be obtained on application. : 

Bits issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bilis purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates anp Purcuases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and rensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency. 
British and Indian, transacted. 

M. BALFOUR, Manager. 


THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862. 


| Apres requisite under the above Act supplied on 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CElt- 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed and 
executed. Nocharge for sketches. 
Companies Fee Stamps. 
ASH & FLINT, 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn), 





VHE SMOKER’S BONBON effectually removes 
the Taste and Sme!l of Tobacco from the Mouth and Breath, and 
renders Smoking agreeable and safe. It is very pleasant and wholesome. 
Prepared by a patent process, from the recipe of an eminent physician, 
by SCHOOLING & Co., Wholesale Cunfectioners, Bethnal-green, London, 
in Sixpenny and Shilling boxes; post free, 7 and 14 stamps.—Sold by 
Chemists, Tobacconists, &«. 








HAT IS YOUR CREST AND MOTTO ?— 

Send name and county to Culleton’s Heraldic Office, with 3s. 6d. 

for plain sketch; in heraldic colours, 6s. The arms of man and wife 

blended. The proper colours for servants’ livery. Family pedigrees 

traced, Culleton’s book of family crests and mottoes, 4,000 engravings, 

printed in colours, £10 10s. The Manual of Heraldry, 400 engravings. 

3s. 6d.; crest engraved on seals, rings, and dies, 7s. 6d.; book plate 

engraved with arms, 2ls.—T. Cotistox, Genealogist, 25, Cranbourne- 
street, corner of St. Martin’s-lane. 


Pyne enh EMBOSSING PRESSES, 2!s., for 


Stamping Paper with Crest, Monogram, or Address, Anyone can 
use them,—25, Cranbourne-street. 








| patent Engraved with Arms and Crest, 21s. 

Livery-button Dies, 2 gs, Crest on silver spoons or forks, 5s. per 
dozen; Crest on seals or steel dies, 7s. 6d. Desk Seals with engraved 
crest or monogram, 12s.—T. CuLtEton, 25, Cranbourne-street. 





5 QUIRE OF PAPER, 3s., Stamped with Mon ; 


Monogram, Crest, or Address, if an 
best paper and 500 Envelopes, all Stamped, for 2is., or P.O. order. 
Monograms designed, 1s.—25, Cranbourne-strect. 





ULLETON’S PLATES for MARKING LINEN. 

The most permanent way of marking Linen with Crest, Monogram, 

or Name. Anyone can use them. Initial Plate, !s.; Name Plate, 2s. 6d. ; 

Set of Moveable Numbers, 2s. 6d.; Crest, 5s.; with directions, post-free 

for cash or stamps. By T. Cuturron, Seal Engraver to her Majesty and 

Diesinker to the Board of Trade, 25, Cranbourne-street (corner of St. 
Martin’s-lane), W.C. 





ULLETON'S VISITING CARD.—A copper ginte 
engraved and 50 superfine Cards printed for 2s, ; post Sd. 
—25, Cranbourne-street. 





BY ROYAL COMMAND. 
METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 


OSEPH GILLOTT respectfully directs the atten- 
tion of the Commercial Public, and of all who use Steel Pens, to 


the incom le excellence of his productions, which for Quality of 
Material, Action, and Great Durability, will ensure universal pre- 


They can be obtained, retail, of every dealer in the world; wholesale 
at ine’ Works, Graham-street, Birmingham ; 91, John-street, New York, 
and at 37, Gracechurch-street, London, 
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RUST and AGENCY COMPANY of AUS- 
TRALASIA (Limited).—At the ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 
of Proprietors, held This Day, at the Offices of the Company, No. 31, St. 
Swithin’s-lane, in the City of London. 
ANDREW BONAR, Esq., in the Chair, 
The advertisement convening the Meeting having been read, the following 
resolutions were moved and carried unanimously :— 

That the Report now presented, together with the Balance-sheet ahd 
Revenue Account, be approved and adoyted. 

That a dividend, free of income tax, for the half-year ended Dec. 31, 
1866, of one shilling per share, be now declared, together with a bonus, 
free of income tux, of 2s. per share, making with the interim dividend 
declared in November last, a total distributior for the year 1866 of 20 per 
cent, on the capital called up. 

Extracted from the minu:es, 
JAMES HORA, General Manager. 

31, St. Swithin’s-lane, London, E.C., May 13, 1867. 

RUST and AGENCY COMPANY of AUS- 
TRALASIA (Limited).— FOURTH ISSUE of 12,500 SHARES of £10 
each, of which 9,800 Shares have been applied for and allotted. Price of 
issue, £10 10s. per share; £6 per share to be paid on allotment, and 
£4 10s. per share on or before the 30th September next. : 
DigEcTORS. 

William Frederick Baring, Esq., Alvemarle-street, 

F. A. Bevan, Esq. (Messrs Barclay, Bevan, Tritton, Twells, & Co.). 

Andrew Bonar, Esq., Pembridge-square, 

Alfred Denison, Esq., Albemarle street. 

Henry Kingscote, Esq., Eaton-place. 

Hon, Arthur Kinnaird, M.P. (Messrs. Ransom, Bouverie, & Co.). 

GENERAL ManaGer.—James Hora, Esq. 
Offices—31, St. Swithin’s-lane, London, E.C. 

The Directors are prepared to reccive applications for the remaining 
Shares of the Fourth Issue, which will complete the capital of the 
Company. 

In 1864 the dividends (including bonus) on the capital called up rose 
to 20 per cent., and the like annual distribution has been coutinued to 
the present time. 

The Reserve Fund accumulated during the last three years amounts 
to £25,000. 

All sums paid in advance of calls bear interest at the rate of 6 per cent, 
per annum, in priority of dividend. : 

Full prospectus, with forms of application for the remaining shares, 
and copies of the Directors’ Report, and Audited Accounts may be 
had on application to the General Manager, at the offices of the Com- 
pany. 


— ANGLO-ITALIAN MINING COMPANY 
f (Limited). 
Capital £25,000, in 12,500 shares of £2 each, 

8,500 of which will be allotted at par, according to priority of appli- 
cation and the remaining 4,000 will be issued at 2s. 6d. per share pre- 
mium. 

The liability of the Shareholders is iimited to the amount of their 
shares, the Company being registered under the Companies Act, 1862, 
with limited liability. 

; DIRECTORS. 


Cuarmman—HENRY HAYMEN, Esq., Chairman of the Don Pedro North 
Del Rey Gold Mining Company (Limited). 
Broxer—J. H. Golding, Esq,, 3, Warnford-court, Throgmorton- 
street. 
Banxers—The Imperial Bank (Limited). 
Offices—9, Sise-lane, Bucklersbury, London, E C, 


ABRIDGED PROSPECTUS. 

This Company has been formed to develop and work the gold 
mines of Rassa, situated in the province of Novara, Italy (and 
other mining properties in Italy), authority for the right of search 
over a very extensive area having already been obtained from the 
pe percent under a decree bearing date the Isth Decem- 
ber, 1866. 

The River or Torrent of Sassolenda (or called on some maps the 
Oro) rens through the property, affords abundant water power, 
and is available for the works of the Company, free ofall rental or 
charge. , 

The grantee is so satisfied that large profits are certain to be 
realised, that he has entered into an agreement to transfer all his 
rights to the Company without receiving any payment whatever until 
the Shareholders shall have received from bona fide profits a dividend 
of not less than 20 per cent., it being agreed that upon payment of a 
dividend ef not less than 20 per cent., the grantee is to receive the 
sum of £10,000 in cash, or the option of shares in the company to 
that amount. 

The confidence of the grantee is further shown by his having sub- 
scribed for 250 shares. 

There will be ne promotion money paid to any one, and the pre- 
pa at expenses will be strictly confined to matters of necessary 
outlay. 

Full prospectuses can be had on application. 


NGLO-ITALIAN MINING COMPANY 


(Limited). 

NOTICE 1S HEREBY GIVEN, that the whole of the 8,500 shares 
have been APPLIED FOR, and that no further applications tor shares at 
par can be entertained. Applications for the remainder of the issue— 
viz., 4,000 at 2s. 6d. per share premium, will be received up to and in- 
cluding TUESDAY next, the 21st inst.—By order of the Board 

: JOHN E,. DAWSON, Secretary. 
9, Sise-lane, Bucklersbury, 16th May, 18t7. 


NIVERSITY LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
—Extension to Foundation Schools.— Additions in 1865 at the rate 
of 12 per cent. per annum. CHARLES M‘CABE, Sec. 
24, Suffolk-street, London, §,.W 

















; LAND MORTGAGE BANK OF INDIA 
(CREDIT FONCIER INDIEN, LIMITED).—The Fourth Dray. 
ing on account of the Issue of 1864, of £500,000 Five per Cent. Dehen. 
tures of this Bank, redeemable at par within 30 years by half-yearly 
drawings, and the First Drawing on account of the Issue of 1866, of 
£500 000 Five per Cent. Debentures of this Bank, also redeemabdlg 
within 30 years by half-yearly drawings, will take place on the 24th 
inst. Notice of the numbers drawn will be duly advertised. 
J. WIGGINS, Manager, 
17, Change-alley, Lombard-street, May 16th, 1867, 


REAT SOUTHERN OF INDIA RAILWAY 

COMPANY.—LOANS on MORTGAGE BONDS GUARANTEED 

FIVE PER CENT.—The Directors of the Great Southern of India Rail. 

way Company are prepared to receive applications for Loans on Mortgage 
to the extent of £65,000, . 

The duration of the Bonds will be Five or Seven Years, convertible 
at the option of the holdere into Stock in the Capital of the Company, 
guaranteed Five per Cent. : 

The Bonds are guaranteed, both Principal and Interest, by the Secre. 
tary of State for India in Council, and the Interest is payable (by 
Coupons attached to the Bonds) Half-yearly, on the Ist January and Ist 
Jniy, 

Forms of Application and further particulars may be obtained at the 


Offices of the Company. By Order, 
HENRY W. NOTMAN, Secretary, 
Company's Offices, 2, Leadenhall-street, 
London, 8th May, 1867. 


HE MERSEY DOCKS & HARBOUR BOARD 
hereby give Notice, that they are willing to receive LOANS of 
MONEY on the Security of their Bonds, at the rate of Four Pounds Ten 
Shillings per Centum, per Annum, interest, for periods of Three, Five, or 
Seven Years. 
Interest Warrants for the whole term, payable half-yearly at the Bankers 
of the Board in Liverpool, or in London, will be issued with each bond, 
Communications to be addressed to Gzoxos J. Jerrerson, Esq., Trea 
surer, Dock-office, Liverpool, 
By order of the Board, 


JOHN HARRISON, Secretary, 
Dock Office, Liverpool, May 2nd, 1867, 


CCIDENTS WILL HAPPEN, 
Everyone should therefore provide against them! 
$1000 1s cast oF Deatu, on £6 per WEEK WHILe Lalp up BY INsvRY 
CAUSED BY 


ACCIDENT OF ANY KIND, 
May be secured by an Annual Payment of from £3 to £6 5s. to the 
RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY 
The oldest established Company in the World insuring against 
ACCIDENTS OF EVERY DESCRIPTION, 











64, CornHILL, AND 10, Recent Street, Lonpon. 
WILLIAM J, VIAN, Secretary. 





ANNUITIES AND REVERSIONS, 
AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


68, Chancery-lane [ ondon. 
CuainmMan—The Right Hon. ore Gurney, Q.C., M.P., Recorder of 
ndon. 
Deputy-Cuarnman—Sir W. J. Alexander, Bart., Q.C. 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred An- 
nuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent Interests, 

Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions. 

Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments 
granted on favourable terms. 

Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 
be had at the office. C. B. CLABON, See, 


HE GENERAL REVERSIONARY AND IN- 

VESTMENT COMPANY, Office, 5, Whitehall, London, S.W 

Established 1826, Further empowered by special Act of Parliament 
14 and 15 Vict., cap, 130. Capital £500,000, % 

The business of this Company consists in the purchase of, or loans upon, 
reversionary interests, vested or contingent, in landed or funded pro- 
perty, or securities ; also life interests in posséssion, as well as in expec 
tation ; and policies of assurance upon lives. 

Prospectuses and forms of proposals may be obtained from the Secre- 
tary, to whom all communications should be addressed. 

WM. BARWICK HODGE, Actuary and Secretary. 


'WENTY THOUSAND POUNDS to be advanced 
on application, in sums of £100 and upwards by the 
PLANET PERMANENT BUILDING AND INVESTMENT SOCIETY 
Upon mortgage of House Property situate in any part of the 
United Kingdom. : 
Monthly Repayments, including principal and interest, for each £100 
advanced (less a small premium) :— 











Gyears. | Syears. | 10 years. | 12 years. r 


£5. 4. £5. 4, £8. a. | £38. 4. 
113 2 162 1110 ; O19 2 017 0 
Redemption at any time by payment of balance of principal due. 
Established by Act of Parliament nineteen years. 
Annual business exceeds £300,000. 

EDMUND W. RICHARDSON, Secretary. 
Offices, 39, City-road, London. 
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